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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20460 

The Honorable John Barrasso 
United States Senate 
Washington, D.C. 20510 

Dear Senator Barrasso: 

Thank you for your May 8, 2014, letter to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency regarding the U.S. 
Department of the Army's and the EPA's proposed rulemaking to define the scope of the Clean Water 
Act consistent with science and the decisions of the Supreme Court. The agencies' rulemaking process is 
among the most important actions we have underway to ensure reliable sources of clean water on which 
Americans depend for public health, a growing economy, jobs, and a healthy environment. 

It is important to emphasize that the proposed rule would reduce the scope of waters protected under the 
Clean Water Act compared to waters covered during the 1 970s, SOs, and 90s to conform to decisions of 
the Supreme Court. The rule would limit Clean Water Act jurisdiction only to those types of waters that 
have a significant effect on downstream traditional navigable waters - not just any hydrologic 
connection. It would improve efficiency, clarity, and predictability for all landowners, including the 
nation's farmers, as well as permit applicants, while maintaining all current exemptions and protecting 
public health, water quality, and the environment. It uses the law and sound, peer-reviewed science as its 
cornerstones. 

The agencies understand the importance of working effectively with the public as the rulemaking 
process moves forward. In order to afford the public greater opportunity to benefit from the EPA 
Science Advisory Board's reports on the proposed jurisdictional rule and on the EPA's draft scientific 
report, "Connectivity of Streams and Wetlands to Downstream Waters: A Review and Synthesis of the 
Scientific Evidence," and to respond to requests from the public for additional time to provide comments 
on the proposed rule, the agencies extended the public comment period on the proposed rule to 
November 14, 2014. 

During the public comment period, the agencies met with stakeholders across the country to facilitate 
their input on the proposed rule. The agencies talked with a broad range of interested groups including 
farmers, businesses, states and local governments, water users, energy companies, coal and mineral 
mining groups, and conservation interests. The EPA conducted a second small business roundtable to 
facilitate input from the small business community, which featured more than 20 participants that 
included small government jurisdictions as well as construction and development, agricultural, and 
mining interests. The agencies also engaged in extensive outreach to our state partners - including 
Western states - since the proposed rule was published. We agree that states play a crucial role in 
implementing the Clean Water Act, and that is why we were in close communication with stakeholders 
such as the Western Governors' Association, Western States Water Council, Association of Clean Water 
Administrators, and Environmental Council of the States. We appreciated the dialogue with Western 
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states during the public comment period, which enabled us to share information about the proposed rule 
and to ensure that the critical interests of states are reflected in our rulemaking process. 

Since releasing the proposal in March, the EPA and the Corps conducted unprecedented outreach to a 
wide range of stakeholders, holding nearly 400 meetings all across the country to offer information, 
listen to concerns, and answer questions. The agencies completed a review by the Science Advisory 
Board on the scientific basis of the proposed rule and will ensure the final rule effectively reflects its 
technical recommendations. These actions represent the agencies' commitment to provide a transparent 
and effective opportunity for all interested Americans to participate in the rulemaking process. 

Finally, your letter also raises questions regarding the agencies' interpretive rule regarding the 
applicability of Clean Water Act Section 404(f)(1)(A). On December 16, 2014, President Obama signed 
H.R. 83, the Consolidated and Further Continuing Appropriations Act, 2015, which instructs the EPA 
and the Department of the Army to withdraw the agencies' interpretive rule. The EPA and the Army will 
follow the statutory directive and withdraw the interpretive rule, a rule intended to encourage 
conservation and provide farmers with a simpler way to take advantage of existing exemptions from 
Clean Water Act dredge and fill permits. Withdrawal of the interpretive rule does not impact the 
agencies' work to finalize their rulemaking to define the scope of the Clean Water Act. 

America thrives on clean water. Clean water is vital for the success of the nation's businesses, 
agriculture, energy development, and the health of our communities. We are eager to define the scope of 
the Clean Water Act so that it achieves the goals of protecting clean water and public health, and 
promoting jobs and the economy. 

Thank you again for your letter. We look forward to working with Congress as our Clean Water Act 
rulemaking effort moves forward. Please contact me if you have additional questions on this issue, or 
your staff may contact Denis Borum in the EPA's Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental 
Relations at borum.denisepa.gov or (202) 564-4836. 

Kenneth J. Kopocis 
Deputy Assistant Administrator
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The Honorable Steve Pearce 
House of Representatives 
Washington, D.C. 20515 

Dear Congressman Pearce: 

Thank you for your May 8, 2014, letter to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency regarding the U.S. 
Department of the Army's and the EPA's proposed rulemaking to define the scope of the Clean Water 
Act consistent with science and the decisions of the Supreme Court. The agencies' rulemaking process is 
among the most important actions we have underway to ensure reliable sources of clean water on which 
Americans depend for public health, a growing economy, jobs, and a healthy environment. 

It is important to emphasize that the proposed rule would reduce the scope of waters protected under the 
Clean Water Act compared to waters covered during the 1970s, 80s, and 90s to conform to decisions of 
the Supreme Court. The rule would limit Clean Water Act jurisdiction only to those types of waters that 
have a significant effect on downstream traditional navigable waters - not just any hydrologic 
connection. It would improve efficiency, clarity, and predictability for all landowners, including the 
nation's farmers, as well as permit applicants, while maintaining all current exemptions and protecting 
public health, water quality, and the environment. It uses the law and sound, peer-reviewed science as its 
cornerstones. 

The agencies understand the importance of working effectively with the public as the rulemaking 
process moves forward. In order to afford the public greater opportunity to benefit from the EPA 
Science Advisory Board's reports on the proposed jurisdictional rule and on the EPA's draft scientific 
report, "Connectivity of Streams and Wetlands to Downstream Waters: A Review and Synthesis of the 
Scientific Evidence," and to respond to requests from the public for additional time to provide comments 
on the proposed rule, the agencies extended the public comment period on the proposed rule to 
November 14, 2014. 

During the public comment period, the agencies met with stakeholders across the country to facilitate 
their input on the proposed rule. The agencies talked with a broad range of interested groups including 
farmers, businesses, states and local governments, water users, energy companies, coal and mineral 
mining groups, and conservation interests. The EPA conducted a second small business roundtable to 
facilitate input from the small business community, which featured more than 20 participants that 
included small government jurisdictions as well as construction and development, agricultural, and 
mining interests. The agencies also engaged in extensive outreach to our state partners - including 
Western states - since the proposed rule was published. We agree that states play a crucial role in 
implementing the Clean Water Act, and that is why we were in close communication with stakeholders 
such as the Western Governors' Association, Western States Water Council, Association of Clean Water 
Administrators, and Environmental Council of the States. We appreciated the dialogue with Western 

Internet Address (URL) http //www epa gov
Recycled/Recyclable . Printed with Vegetable Oil Based Inks on 100% Postconsumer. Process Chlorine Free Recycled Paper



states during the public comment period, which enabled us to share information about the proposed rule 
and to ensure that the critical interests of states are reflected in our rulemaking process. 

Since releasing the proposal in March, the EPA and the Corps conducted unprecedented outreach to a 
wide range of stakeholders, holding nearly 400 meetings all across the country to offer information, 
listen to concerns, and answer questions. The agencies completed a review by the Science Advisory 
Board on the scientific basis of the proposed rule and will ensure the final rule effectively reflects its 
technical recommendations. These actions represent the agencies' commitment to provide a transparent 
and effective opportunity for all interested Americans to participate in the rulemaking process. 

Finally, your letter also raises questions regarding the agencies' interpretive rule regarding the 
applicability of Clean Water Act Section 404(f)(l)(A). On December 16, 2014, President Obama signed 
H.R. 83, the Consolidated and Further Continuing Appropriations Act. 2015, which instructs the EPA 
and the Department of the Army to withdraw the agencies' interpretive rule. The EPA and the Army will 
follow the statutory directive and withdraw the interpretive rule, a rule intended to encourage 
conservation and provide farmers with a simpler way to take advantage of existing exemptions from 
Clean Water Act dredge and fill permits. Withdrawal of the interpretive rule does not impact the 
agencies' work to finalize their rulemaking to define the scope of the Clean Water Act. 

America thrives on clean water. Clean water is vital for the success of the nation's businesses, 
agriculture, energy development, and the health of our communities. We are eager to define the scope of 
the Clean Water Act so that it achieves the goals of protecting clean water and public health, and 
promoting jobs and the economy. 

Thank you again for your letter. We look forward to working with Congress as our Clean Water Act 
rulemaking effort moves forward. Please contact me if you have additional questions on this issue, or 
your staff may contact Denis Borum in the EPA's Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental 
Relations at borum.denisepa.gov or (202) 564-4836.

/<'-

Kenneth J. Kopocis 
Deputy Assistant Administrator



UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
WASHINGTON, DC. 20460 

The Honorable Cynthia M. Lummis 
House of Representatives 
Washington, D.C. 20515 

Dear Congresswoman Lummis: 

Thank you for your May 8, 2014, letter to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency regarding the U.S. 
Department of the Army's and the EPA's proposed rulemaking to define the scope of the Clean Water 
Act consistent with science and the decisions of the Supreme Court. The agencies' rulemaking process is 
among the most important actions we have underway to ensure reliable sources of clean water on which 
Americans depend for public health, a growing economy, jobs, and a healthy environment. 

It is important to emphasize that the proposed rule would reduce the scope of waters protected under the 
Clean Water Act compared to waters covered during the I 970s, 80s, and 90s to conform to decisions of 
the Supreme Court. The rule would limit Clean Water Act jurisdiction only to those types of waters that 
have a significant effect on downstream traditional navigable waters - not just any hydrologic 
connection. It would improve efficiency, clarity, and predictability for all landowners, including the 
nation's farmers, as well as permit applicants, while maintaining all current exemptions and protecting 
public health, water quality, and the environment. It uses the law and sound, peer-reviewed science as its 
cornerstones. 

The agencies understand the importance of working effectively with the public as the rulemaking 
process moves forward. In order to afford the public greater opportunity to benefit from the EPA 
Science Advisory Board's reports on the proposed jurisdictional rule and on the EPA's draft scientific 
report, "Connectivity of Streams and Wetlands to Downstream Waters: A Review and Synthesis of the 
Scientific Evidence," and to respond to requests from the public for additional time to provide comments 
on the proposed rule, the agencies extended the public comment period on the proposed rule to 
November 14, 2014. 

During the public comment period, the agencies met with stakeholders across the country to facilitate 
their input on the proposed rule. The agencies talked with a broad range of interested groups including 
farmers, businesses, states and local governments, water users, energy companies, coal and mineral 
mining groups, and conservation interests. The EPA conducted a second small business roundtable to 
facilitate input from the small business community, which featured more than 20 participants that 
included small government jurisdictions as well as construction and development, agricultural, and 
mining interests. The agencies also engaged in extensive outreach to our state partners - including 
Western states - since the proposed rule was published. We agree that states play a crucial role in 
implementing the Clean Water Act, and that is why we were in close communication with stakeholders 
such as the Western Governors' Association, Western States Water Council, Association of Clean Water 
Administrators, and Environmental Council of the States. We appreciated the dialogue with Western 
states during the public comment period, which enabled us to share information about the proposed rule 
and to ensure that the critical interests of states are reflected in our rulemaking process. 
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Since releasing the proposal in March, the EPA and the Corps conducted unprecedented outreach to a 
wide range of stakeholders, holding nearly 400 meetings all across the country to offer information, 
listen to concerns, and answer questions. The agencies completed a review by the Science Advisory 
Board on the scientific basis of the proposed rule and will ensure the final rule effectively reflects its 
technical recommendations. These actions represent the agencies' commitment to provide a transparent 
and effective opportunity for all interested Americans to participate in the rulemaking process. 

Finally, your letter also raises questions regarding the agencies' interpretive rule regarding the 
applicability of Clean Water Act Section 404(f)(1)(A). On December 16, 2014, President Obama signed 
H.R. 83, the Consolidated and Further Continuing Appropriations Act, 2015, which instructs the EPA 
and the Department of the Army to withdraw the agencies' interpretive rule. The EPA and the Army will 
follow the statutory directive and withdraw the interpretive rule, a rule intended to encourage 
conservation and provide farmers with a simpler way to take advantage of existing exemptions from 
Clean Water Act dredge and fill permits. Withdrawal of the interpretive rule does not impact the 
agencies' work to finalize their rulemaking to define the scope of the Clean Water Act. 

America thrives on clean water. Clean water is vital for the success of the nation's businesses, 
agriculture, energy development, and the health of our communities. We are eager to define the scope of 
the Clean Water Act so that it achieves the goals of protecting clean water and public health, and 
promoting jobs and the economy. 

Thank you again for your letter. We look forward to working with Congress as our Clean Water Act 
rulemaking effort moves forward. Please contact me if you have additional questions on this issue, or 
your staff may contact Denis Borum in the EPA's Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental 
Relations at borum.denisepa.gov or (202) 564-4836. 

Kenneth J. Kopocis 
Deputy Assistant Administrator



UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
WASHINGTON, D C. 20460 

The Honorable David Vitter 
United States Senate 
Washington, D.C. 20510 

Dear Senator Vitter: 

Thank you for your May 8. 2014. letter to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency regarding the U.S. 
Department of the Army's and the EPA's proposed rulemaking to define the scope of the Clean Water 
Act consistent with science and the decisions of the Supreme Court. The agencies' rulemaking process is 
among the most important actions we have underway to ensure reliable sources of clean water on which 
Americans depend for public health, a growing economy, jobs, and a healthy environment. 

It is important to. emphasize that the proposed rule would reduce the scope of waters protected under the 
Clean Water Act compared to waters covered during the 1970s, 80s, and 90s to conform to decisions of 
the Supreme Court. The rule would limit Clean Water Act jurisdiction only to those types of waters that 
have a significant effect on downstream traditional navigable waters - not just any hydrologic 
connection. It would improve efficiency, clarity, and predictability for all landowners, including the 
nation's farmers, as well as permit applicants, while maintaining all current exemptions and protecting 
public health, water quality, and the environment. It uses the law and sound, peer-reviewed science as its 
cornerstones. 

The agencies understand the importance of working effectively with the public as the rulemaking 
process moves forward. In order to afford the public greater opportunity to benefit from the EPA 
Science Advisory Board's reports on the proposed jurisdictional rule and on the EPA's draft scientific 
report, "Connectivity of Streams and Wetlands to Downstream Waters: A Review and Synthesis of the 
Scientific Evidence," and to respond to requests from the public for additional time to provide comments 
on the proposed rule, the agencies extended the public comment period on the proposed rule to 
November 14, 2014. 

During the public comment period, the agencies met with stakeholders across the country to facilitate 
their input on the proposed rule. The agencies talked with a broad range of interested groups including 
farmers, businesses, states and local governments, water users, energy companies, coal and mineral 
mining groups, and conservation interests. The EPA conducted a second small business roundtable to 
facilitate input from the small business community, which featured more than 20 participants that 
included small government jurisdictions as well as construction and development, agricultural, and 
mining interests. The agencies also engaged in extensive outreach to our state partners - including 
Western states - since the proposed rule was published. We agree that states play a crucial role in 
implementing the Clean Water Act, and that is why we were in close communication with stakeholders 
such as the Western Governors' Association, Western States Water Council, Association of Clean Water 
Administrators, and Environmental Council of the States. We appreciated the dialogue with Western 
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states during the public comment period, which enabled us to share information about the proposed rule 
and to ensure that the critical interests of states are reflected in our rulemaking process. 

Since releasing the proposal in March, the EPA and the Corps conducted unprecedented outreach to a 
wide range of stakeholders, holding nearly 400 meetings all across the country to offer information, 
listen to concerns, and answer questions. The agencies completed a review by the Science Advisory 
Board on the scientific basis of the proposed rule and will ensure the final rule effectively reflects its 
technical recommendations. These actions represent the agencies' commitment to provide a transparent 
and effective opportunity for all interested Americans to participate in the rulemaking process. 

Finally, your letter also raises questions regarding the agencies' interpretive rule regarding the 
applicability of Clean Water Act Section 404(f)(1)(A). On December 16. 2014, President Obama signed 
H.R. 83, the Consolidated and Further Continuing Appropriations Act, 2015, which instructs the EPA 
and the Department of the Army to withdraw the agencies' interpretive rule. The EPA and the Army will 
follow the statutory directive and withdraw the interpretive rule, a rule intended to encourage 
conservation and provide farmers with a simpler way to take advantage of existing exemptions from 
Clean Water Act dredge and fill permits. Withdrawal of the interpretive rule does not impact the 
agencies' work to finalize their rulemaking to define the scope of the Clean Water Act. 

America thrives on clean water. Clean water is vital for the success of the nation's businesses, 
agriculture, energy development, and the health of our communities. We are eager to define the scope of 
the Clean Water Act so that it achieves the goals of protecting clean water and public health, and 
promoting jobs and the economy. 

Thank you again for your letter. We look forward to working with Congress as our Clean Water Act 
rulemaking effort moves forward. Please contact me if you have additional questions on this issue, or 
your staff may contact Denis Borum in the EPA's Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental 
Relations at borum.denis@epa.gov  or (202) 564-4836. 

Kenneth J. Koi3ocis 
Deputy Assistant Administrator
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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
WASHINGTON, D.0 20460 

The Honorable James M. Inhofe 
United States Senate 
Washington, D.C. 20510 

Dear Senator Inhofe: 

Thank you for your May 8, 2014, letter to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency regarding the U.S. 
Department of the Army's and the EPA's proposed rulemaking to define the scope of the Clean Water 
Act consistent with science and the decisions of the Supreme Court. The agencies' rulemaking process is 
among the most important actions we have underway to ensure reliable sources of clean water on which 
Americans depend for public health, a growing economy, jobs, and a healthy environment. 

It is important to emphasize that the proposed rule would reduce the scope of waters protected under the 
Clean Water Act compared to waters covered during the 1 970s, 80s, and 90s to conform to decisions of 
the Supreme Court. The rule would limit Clean Water Act jurisdiction only to those types of waters that 
have a significant effect on downstream traditional navigable waters - not just any hydrologic 
connection. It would improve efficiency, clarity, and predictability for all landowners, including the 
nation's farmers, as well as permit applicants, while maintaining all current exemptions and protecting 
public health, water quality, and the environment. It uses the law and sound, peer-reviewed science as its 
cornerstones. 

The agencies understand the importance of working effectively with the public as the rulemaking 
process moves forward. In order to afford the public greater opportunity to benefit from the EPA 
Science Advisory Board's reports on the proposed jurisdictional rule and on the EPA's draft scientific 
report, "Connectivity of Streams and Wetlands to Downstream Waters: A Review and Synthesis of the 
Scientific Evidence," and to respond to requests from the public for additional time to provide comments 
on the proposed rule, the agencies extended the public comment period on the proposed rule to 
November 14, 2014. 

During the public comment period, the agencies met with stakeholders across the country to facilitate 
their input on the proposed rule. The agencies talked with a broad range of interested groups including 
farmers, businesses, states and local governments, water users, energy companies, coal and mineral 
mining groups, and conservation interests. The EPA conducted a second small business roundtable to 
facilitate input from the small business community, which featured more than 20 participants that 
included small government jurisdictions as well as construction and development, agricultural, and 
mining interests. The agencies also engaged in extensive outreach to our state partners - including 
Western states - since the proposed rule was published. We agree that states play a crucial role in 
implementing the Clean Water Act, and that is why we were in close communication with stakeholders 
such as the Western Governors' Association, Western States Water Council, Association of Clean Water 
Administrators, and Environmental Council of the States. We appreciated the dialogue with Western 
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states during the public comment period, which enabled us to share information about the proposed rule 
and to ensure that the critical interests of states are reflected in our rulemaking process. 

Since releasing the proposal in March, the EPA and the Corps conducted unprecedented outreach to a 
wide range of stakeholders, holding nearly 400 meetings all across the country to offer information, 
listen to concerns, and answer questions. The agencies completed a review by the Science Advisory 
Board on the scientific basis of the proposed rule and will ensure the final rule effectively reflects its 
technical recommendations. These actions represent the agencies' commitment to provide a transparent 
and effective opportunity for all interested Americans to participate in the rulemaking process. 

Finally, your letter also raises questions regarding the agencies' interpretive rule regarding the 
applicability of Clean Water Act Section 404(f)(l)(A). On December 16, 2014, President Obama signed 
H.R. 83, the Consolidated and Further Continuing Appropriations Act, 2015, which instructs the EPA 
and the Department of the Army to withdraw the agencies' interpretive rule. The EPA and the Army will 
follow the statutory directive and withdraw the interpretive rule, a rule intended to encourage 
conservation and provide farmers with a simpler way to take advantage of existing exemptions from 
Clean Water Act dredge and fill permits. Withdrawal of the interpretive rule does not impact the 
agencies' work to finalize their rulemaking to define the scope of the Clean Water Act. 

America thrives on clean water. Clean water is vital for the success of the nation's businesses, 
agriculture, energy development, and the health of our communities. We are eager to define the scope of 
the Clean Water Act so that it achieves the goals of protecting clean water and public health, and 
promoting jobs and the economy. 

Thank you again for your letter. We look forward to working with Congress as our Clean Water Act 
rulemaking effort moves forward. Please contact me if you have additional questions on this issue, or 
your staff may contact Denis Borum in the EPA's Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental 
Relations at borum.denisepa.gov or (202) 564-4836. 

Kenneth J. Kopocis 
Deputy Assistant Administrator



UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
WASHINGTON, DC. 20460 

The Honorable Lisa Murkowski 
United States Senate 
Washington, D.C. 20510 

Dear Senator Murkowski: 

Thank you for your May 8, 2014, letter to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency regarding the U.S. 
Department of the Army's and the EPA's proposed rulemaking to define the scope of the Clean Water 
Act consistent with science and the decisions of the Supreme Court. The agencies' rulemaking process is 
among the most important actions we have underway to ensure reliable sources of clean water on which 
Americans depend for public health, a growing economy, jobs, and a healthy environment. 

It is important to emphasize that the proposed rule would reduce the scope of waters protected under the 
Clean Water Act compared to waters covered during the 1 970s, 80s, and 90s to conform to decisions of 
the Supreme Court. The rule would limit Clean Water Act jurisdiction only to those types of waters that 
have a significant effect on downstream traditional navigable waters - not just any hydrologic 
connectiOn. It would improve efficiency, clarity, and predictability for all landowners, including the 
nation's farmers, as well as permit applicants, while maintaining all current exemptions and protecting 
public health, water quality, and the environment. It uses the law and sound, peer-reviewed science as its 
cornerstones. 

The agencies understand the importance of working effectively with the public as the rulemaking 
process moves forward. In order to afford the public greater opportunity to benefit from the EPA 
Science Advisory Board's reports on the proposed jurisdictional rule and on the EPA's draft scientific 
report, "Connectivity of Streams and Wetlands to Downstream Waters: A Review and Synthesis of the 
Scientific Evidence," and to respond to requests from the public for additional time to provide comments 
on the proposed rule, the agencies extended the public comment period on the proposed rule to 
November 14, 2014. 

During the public comment period, the agencies met with stakeholders across the country to facilitate 
their input on the proposed rule. The agencies talked with a broad range of interested groups including 
farmers, businesses, states and local governments, water users, energy companies, coal and mineral 
mining groups, and conservation interests. The EPA conducted a second small business roundtable to 
facilitate input from the small business community, which featured more than 20 participants that 
included small government jurisdictions as well as construction and development. agricultural, and 
mining interests. The agencies also engaged in extensive outreach to our state partners including 
Western states - since the proposed rule was published. We agree that states play a crucial role in 
implementing the Clean Water Act, and that is why we were in close communication with stakeholders 
such as the Western Governors' Association. Western States Water Council, Association of Clean Water 
Administrators, and Environmental Council of the States. We appreciated the dialogue with Western 
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states during the public comment period, which enabled us to share information about the proposed rule 
and to ensure that the critical interests of states are reflected in our rulemaking process. 

Since releasing the proposal in March, the EPA and the Corps conducted unprecedented outreach to a 
wide range of stakeholders, holding nearly 400 meetings all across the country to offer information, 
listen to concerns, and answer questions. The agencies completed a review by the Science Advisory 
Board on the scientific basis of the proposed rule and will ensure the final rule effectively reflects its 
technical recommendations. These actions represent the agencies' commitment to provide a transparent 
and effective opportunity for all interested Americans to participate in the rulemaking process. 

Finally, your letter also raises questions regarding the agencies' interpretive rule regarding the 
applicability of Clean Water Act Section 404(f)(l)(A). On December 16, 2014, President Obama signed 
H.R. 83, the Consolidated and Further Continuing Appropriations Act, 2015, which instructs the EPA 
and the Department of the Army to withdraw the agencies' interpretive rule. The EPA and the Army will 
follow the statutory directive and withdraw the interpretive rule, a rule intended to encourage 
conservation and provide farmers with a simpler way to take advantage of existing exemptions from 
Clean Water Act dredge and fill permits. Withdrawal of the interpretive rule does not impact the 
agencies' work to finalize their rulemaking to define the scope of the Clean Water Act. 

America thrives on clean water. Clean water is vital for the success of the nation's businesses, 
agriculture, energy development, and the health of our communities. We are eager to define the scope of 
the Clean Water Act so that it achieves the goals of protecting clean water and public health, and 
promoting jobs and the economy. 

Thank you again for your letter. We look forward to working with Congress as our Clean Water Act 
rulemaking effort moves forward. Please contact me if you have additional questions on this issue, or 
your staff may contact Denis Borum in the EPA's Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental 
Relations at borum.denisepa.gov or (202) 564-4836. 

Kenneth J. Kopocis 
Deputy Assistant Administrator



UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
WASHINGTON D.C. 20460 

The Honorable Dean Heller 
United States Senate 
Washington, D.C. 20510 

Dear Senator Heller: 

Thank you for your May 8, 2014. letter to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency regarding the U.S. 
Department of the Army's and the EPA's proposed rulemaking to define the scope of the Clean Water 
Act consistent with science and the decisions of the Supreme Court. The agencies' rulemaking process is 
among the most important actions we have underway to ensure reliable sources of clean water on which 
Americans depend for public health, a growing economy, jobs, and a healthy environment. 

It is important to emphasize that the proposed rule would reduce the scope of waters protected under the 
Clean Water Act compared to waters covered during the 1970s, 80s, and 90s to conform to decisions of 
the Supreme Court. The rule would limit Clean Water Act jurisdiction only to those types of waters that 
have a significant effect on downstream traditional navigable waters - not just any hydrologic 
connection. It would improve efficiency, clarity, and predictability for all landowners, including the 
nation's farmers, as well as permit applicants, while maintaining all current exemptions and protecting 
public health, water quality, and the environment. It uses the law and sound, peer-reviewed science as its 
cornerstones. 

The agencies understand the importance of working effectively with the public as the rulemaking 
process moves forward. In order to afford the public greater opportunity to benefit from the EPA 
Science Advisory Board's reports on the proposed jurisdictional rule and on the EPA's draft scientific 
report, "Connectivity of Streams and Wetlands to Downstream Waters: A Review and Synthesis of the 
Scientific Evidence," and to respond to requests from the public for additional time to provide comments 
on the proposed rule, the agencies extended the public comment period on the proposed rule to 
November 14, 2014. 

During the public comment period, the agencies met with stakeholders across the country to facilitate 
their input on the proposed rule. The agencies talked with a broad range of interested groups including 
farmers, businesses, states and local governments, water users, energy companies, coal and mineral 
mining groups, and conservation interests. The EPA conducted a second small business roundtable to 
facilitate input from the small business community, which featured more than 20 participants that 
included small government jurisdictions as well as construction and development, agricultural, and 
mining interests. The agencies also engaged in extensive outreach to our state partners - including 
Western states - since the proposed rule was published. We agree that states play a crucial role in 
implementing the Clean Water Act, and that is why we were in close communication with stakeholders 
such as the Western Governors' Association, Western States Water Council, Association of Clean Water 
Administrators, and Environmental Council of the States. We appreciated the dialogue with Western 
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states during the public comment period, which enabled us to share information about the proposed rule 
and to ensure that the critical interests of states are reflected in our rulemaking process. 

Since releasing the proposal in March, the EPA and the Corps conducted unprecedented outreach to a 
wide range of stakeholders, holding nearly 400 meetings all across the country to offer information, 
listen to concerns, and answer questions. The agencies completed a review by the Science Advisory 
Board on the scientific basis of the proposed rule and will ensure the final rule effectively reflects its 
technical recommendations. These actions represent the agencies' commitment to provide a transparent 
and effective opportunity for all interested Americans to participate in the rulemaking process. 

Finally, your letter also raises questions regarding the agencies' interpretive rule regarding the 
applicability of Clean Water Act Section 404(f)(1)(A). On December 16, 2014, President Obama signed 
H.R. 83, the Consolidated and Further Continuing Appropriations Act, 2015, which instructs the EPA 
and the Department of the Army to withdraw the agencies' interpretive rule. The EPA and the Army will 
follow the statutory directive and withdraw the interpretive rule, a rule intended to encourage 
conservation and provide farmers with a simpler way to take advantage of existing exemptions from 
Clean Water Act dredge and fill permits. Withdrawal of the interpretive rule does not impact the 
agencies' work to finalize their rulemaking to define the scope of the Clean Water Act. 

America thrives on clean water. Clean water is vital for the success of the nation's businesses, 
agriculture, energy development, and the health of our communities. We are eager to define the scope of 
the Clean Water Act so that it achieves the goals of protecting clean water and public health, and 
promoting jobs and the economy. 

Thank you again for your letter. We look forward to working with Congress as our Clean Water Act 
rulemaking effort moves forward. Please contact me if you have additional questions on this issue, or 
your staff may contact Denis Borum in the EPA's Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental 
Relations at borum.denis@epa.gov  or (202) 564-4836. 

Sincerely, 

1< 
Kenneth J. Kopocis 
Deputy Assistant Administrator



UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
WASHINGTON, DC. 20460 

The Honorable Mike Lee 
United States Senate 
Washington, D.C. 20510 

Dear Senator Lee: 

Thank you for your May 8, 2014, letter to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency regarding the U.S. 
Department of the Army's and the EPA's proposed rulemaking to define the scope of the Clean Water 
Act consistent with science and the decisions of the Supreme Court. The agencies' rulemaking process is 
among the most important actions we have underway to ensure reliable sources of clean water on which 
Americans depend for public health, a growing economy, jobs, and a healthy environment. 

It is important to emphasize that the proposed rule would reduce the scope of waters protected under the 
Clean Water Act compared to waters covered during the 1970s, 80s, and 90s to conform to decisions of 
the Supreme Court. The rule would limit Clean Water Act jurisdiction only to those types of waters that 
have a significant effect on downstream traditional navigable waters - not just any hydrologic 
connection. It would improve efficiency, clarity, and predictability for all landowners, including the 
nation's farmers, as well as permit applicants, while maintaining all current exemptions and protecting 
public health, water quality, and the environment. It uses the law and sound, peer-reviewed science as its 
cornerstones. 

The agencies understand the importance of working effectively with the public as the rulemaking 
process moves forward. In order to afford the public greater opportunity to benefit from the EPA 
Science Advisory Board's reports on the proposed jurisdictional rule and on the EPA's draft scientific 
report, "Connectivity of Streams and Wetlands to Downstream Waters: A Review and Synthesis of the 
Scientific Evidence," and to respond to requests from the public for additional time to provide comments 
on the proposed rule, the agencies extended the public comment period on the proposed rule to 
November 14, 2014. 

During the public comment period. the agencies met with stakeholders across the country to facilitate 
their input on the proposed rule. The agencies talked with a broad range of interested groups including 
farmers, businesses, states and local governments, water users, energy companies, coal and mineral 
mining groups, and conservation interests. The EPA conducted a second small business roundtable to 
facilitate input from the small business community, which featured more than 20 participants that 
included small government jurisdictions as well as construction and development, agricultural, and 
mining interests. The agencies also engaged in extensive outreach to our state partners - including 
Western states - since the proposed rule was published. We agree that states play a crucial role in 
implementing the Clean Water Act, and that is why we were in close communication with stakeholders 
such as the Western Governors' Association. Western States Water Council, Association of Clean Water 
Administrators, and Environmental Council of the States. We appreciated the dialogue with Western 
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states during the public comment period, which enabled us to share information about the proposed rule 
and to ensure that the critical interests of states are reflected in our rulemaking process. 

Since releasing the proposal in March, the EPA and the Corps conducted unprecedented outreach to a 
wide range of stakeholders, holding nearly 400 meetings all across the country to offer information, 
listen to concerns, and answer questions. The agencies completed a review by the Science Advisory 
Board on the scientific basis of the proposed rule and will ensure the final rule effectively reflects its 
technical recommendations. These actions represent the agencies' commitment to provide a transparent 
and effective opportunity for all interested Americans to participate in the rulemaking process. 

Finally, your letter also raises questions regarding the agencies' interpretive rule regarding the 
applicability of Clean Water Act Section 404(f)(l)(A). On December 16, 2014, President Obama signed 
H.R. 83, the Consolidated and Further Continuing Appropriations Act, 2015, which instructs the EPA 
and the Department of the Army to withdraw the agencies' interpretive rule. The EPA and the Army will 
follow the statutory directive and withdraw the interpretive rule, a rule intended to encourage 
conservation and provide farmers with a simpler way to take advantage of existing exemptions from 
Clean Water Act dredge and fill permits. Withdrawal of the interpretive rule does not impact the 
agencies' work to finalize their rulemaking to define the scope of the Clean Water Act. 

America thrives on clean water. Clean water is vital for the success of the nation's businesses, 
agriculture, energy development, and the health of our communities. We are eager to define the scope of 
the Clean Water Act so that it achieves the goals of protecting clean water and public health, and 
promoting jobs and the economy. 

Thank you again for your letter. We look forward to working with Congress as our Clean Water Act 
rulemaking effort moves forward. Please contact me if you have additional questions on this issue, or 
your staff may contact Denis Borum in the EPA's Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental 
Relations at borum.denisepa.gov or (202) 564-4836. 

Kenneth J. Kopocis 
Deputy Assistant Administrator
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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
WASHINGTON, DC. 20460 

The Honorable Pat Roberts 
United States Senate 
Washington, D.C. 20510 

Dear Senator Roberts: 

Thank you for your May 8, 2014, letter to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency regarding the U.S. 
Department of the Army's and the EPA's proposed rulemaking to define the scope of the Clean Water 
Act consistent with science and the decisions of the Supreme Court. The agencies' rulemaking process is 
among the most important actions we have underway to ensure reliable sources of clean water on which 
Americans depend for public health, a growing economy, jobs, and a healthy environment. 

It is important to emphasize that the proposed rule would reduce the scope of waters protected under the 
Clean Water Act compared to waters covered during the I 970s, 80s, and 90s to conform to decisions of 
the Supreme Court. The rule would limit Clean Water Act jurisdiction only to those types of waters that 
have a significant effect on downstream traditional navigable waters - not just any hydrologic 
connection. It would improve efficiency, clarity, and predictability for all landowners, including the 
nation's farmers, as well as permit applicants, while maintaining all current exemptions and protecting 
public health, water quality, and the environment. It uses the law and sound, peer-reviewed science as its 
cornerstones. 

The agencies understand the importance of working effectively with the public as the rulemaking 
process moves forward. In order to afford the public greater opportunity to benefit from the EPA 
Science Advisory Board's reports on the proposed jurisdictional rule and on the EPA's draft scientific 
report, "Connectivity of Streams and Wetlands to Downstream Waters: A Review and Synthesis of the 
Scientific Evidence," and to respond to requests from the public for additional time to provide comments 
on the proposed rule, the agencies extended the public comment period on the proposed rule to 
November 14, 2014. 

During the public comment period, the agencies met with stakeholders across the country to facilitate 
their input on the proposed rule. The agencies talked with a broad range of interested groups including 
farmers, businesses, states and local governments, water users, energy companies, coal and mineral 
mining groups, and conservation interests. The EPA conducted a second small business roundtable to 
facilitate input from the small business community, which featured more than 20 participants that 
included small government jurisdictions as well as construction and development, agricultural, and 
mining interests. The agencies also engaged in extensive outreach to our state partners - including 
Western states - since the proposed rule was published. We agree that states play a crucial role in 
implementing the Clean Water Act, and that is why we were in close communication with stakeholders 
such as the Western Governors' Association, Western States Water Council, Association of Clean Water 
Administrators, and Environmental Council of the States. We appreciated the dialogue with Western 
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states during the public comment period, which enabled us to share information about the proposed rule 
and to ensure that the critical interests of states are reflected in our rulemaking process. 

Since releasing the proposal in March, the EPA and the Corps conducted unprecedented outreach to a 
wide range of stakeholders, holding nearly 400 meetings all across the country to offer information, 
listen to concerns, and answer questions. The agencies completed a review by the Science Advisory 
Board on the scientific basis of the proposed rule and will ensure the final rule effectively reflects its 
technical recommendations. These actions represent the agencies' commitment to provide a transparent 
and effective opportunity for all interested Americans to participate in the rulemaking process. 

Finally, your letter also raises questions regarding the agencies' interpretive rule regarding the 
applicability of Clean Water Act Section 404(f)(l)(A). On December 16, 2014, President Obama signed 
H.R. 83, the Consolidated and Further Continuing Appropriations Act, 2015, which instructs the EPA 
and the Department of the Army to withdraw the agencies' interpretive rule. The EPA and the Army will 
follow the statutory directive and withdraw the interpretive rule, a rule intended to encourage 
conservation and provide farmers with a simpler way to take advantage of existing exemptions from 
Clean Water Act dredge and fill permits. Withdrawal of the interpretive rule does not impact the 
agencies' work to finalize their rulemaking to define the scope of the Clean Water Act. 

America thrives on clean water. Clean water is vital for the success of the nation's businesses, 
agriculture, energy development, and the health of our communities. We are eager to define the scope of 
the Clean Water Act so that it achieves the goals of protecting clean water and public health, and 
promoting jobs and the economy. 

Thank you again for your letter. We look forward to working with Congress as our Clean Water Act 
rulemaking effort moves forward. Please contact me if you have additional questions on this issue, or 
your staff may contact Denis Borum in the EPA's Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental 
Relations at borum.denis@epa.gov  or (202) 564-4836. 

Sincerely, 

/Kd1. //74J; 
Kenneth J. Kopocis 
Deputy Assistant Administrator



UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20460 

The Honorable Orrin G. Hatch 
United States Senate 
Washington, D.C. 20510 

Dear Senator Hatch: 

Thank you for your May 8, 2014. letter to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency regarding the U.S. 
Department of the Army's and the EPA's proposed rulemaking to define the scope of the Clean Water 
Act consistent with science and the decisions of the Supreme Court. The agencies' rulemaking process is 
among the most important actions we have underway to ensure reliable sources of clean water on which 
Americans depend for public health, a growing economy, jobs, and a healthy environment. 

It is important to emphasize that the proposed rule would reduce the scope of waters protected under the 
Clean Water Act compared to waters covered during the 1970s, 80s, and 90s to conform to decisions of 
the Supreme Court. The rule would limit Clean Water Act jurisdiction only to those types of waters that 
have a significant effect on downstream traditional navigable waters - not just any hydrologic 
connection. It would improve efficiency, clarity, and predictability for all landowners, including the 
nation's farmers, as well as permit applicants, while maintaining all current exemptions and protecting 
public health, water quality, and the environment. It uses the law and sound, peer-reviewed science as its 
cornerstones. 

The agencies understand the importance of working effectively with the public as the rulemaking 
process moves forward. In order to afford the public greater opportunity to benefit from the EPA 
Science Advisory Board's reports on the proposed jurisdictional rule and on the EPA's draft scientific 
report, "Connectivity of Streams and Wetlands to Downstream Waters: A Review and Synthesis of the 
Scientific Evidence," and to respond to requests from the public for additional time to provide comments 
on the proposed rule, the agencies extended the public comment period on the proposed rule to 
November 14, 2014. 

During the public comment period, the agencies met with stakeholders across the country to facilitate 
their input on the proposed rule. The agencies talked with a broad range of interested groups including 
farmers, businesses, states and local governments, water users, energy companies, coal and mineral 
mining groups, and conservation interests. The EPA conducted a second small business roundtable to 
facilitate input from the small business community, which featured more than 20 participants that 
included small government jurisdictions as well as construction and development, agricultural, and 
mining interests. The agencies also engaged in extensive outreach to our state partners - including 
Western states - since the proposed rule was published. We agree that states play a crucial role in 
implementing the Clean Water Act, and that is why we were in close communication with stakeholders 
such as the Western Governors' Association, Western States Water Council, Association of Clean Water 
Administrators, and Environmental Council of the States. We appreciated the dialogue with Western 
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states during the public comment period, which enabled us to share information about the proposed rule 
and to ensure that the critical interests of states are reflected in our rulemaking process. 

Since releasing the proposal in March, the EPA and the Corps conducted unprecedented outreach to a 
wide range of stakeholders, holding nearly 400 meetings all across the country to offer information, 
listen to concerns, and answer questions. The agencies completed a review by the Science Advisory 
Board on the scientific basis of the proposed rule and will ensure the final rule effectively reflects its 
technical recommendations. These actions represent the agencies' commitment to provide a transparent 
and effective opportunity for all interested Americans to participate in the rulemaking process. 

Finally, your letter also raises questions regarding the agencies' interpretive rule regarding the 
applicability of Clean Water Act Section 404(f)(l)(A). On December 16, 2014, President Obama signed 
H.R. 83, the Consolidated and Further Continuing Appropriations Act, 2015, which instructs the EPA 
and the Department of the Army to withdraw the agencies' interpretive rule. The EPA and the Army will 
follow the statutory directive and withdraw the interpretive rule, a rule intended to encourage 
conservation and provide farmers with a simpler way to take advantage of existing exemptions from 
Clean Water Act dredge and fill permits. Withdrawal of the interpretive rule does not impact the 
agencies' work to finalize their rulemaking to define the scope of the Clean Water Act. 

America thrives on clean water. Clean water is vital for the success of the nation's businesses, 
agriculture, energy development, and the health of our communities. We are eager to define the scope of 
the Clean Water Act so that it achieves the goals of protecting clean water and public health, and 
promoting jobs and the economy. 

Thank you again for your letter. We look forward to working with Congress as our Clean Water Act 
rulemaking effort moves forward. Please contact me if you have additional questions on this issue, or 
your staff may contact Denis Borum in the EPA's Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental 
Relations at borum.denisepa.gov or (202) 564-4836. 

Kenneth J. Kopocis 
Deputy Assistant Administrator
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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
WASHINGTON, DC. 20460 

The Honorable John Thune 
United States Senate 
Washington, D.C. 20510 

Dear Senator Thune: 

Thank you for your May 8, 2014, letter to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency regarding the U.S. 
Department of the Army's and the EPA's proposed rulemaking to define the scope of the Clean Water 
Act consistent with science and the decisions of the Supreme Court. The agencies' rulemaking process is 
among the most important actions we have underway to ensure reliable sources of clean water on which 
Americans depend for public health, a growing economy, jobs, and a healthy environment. 

It is important to emphasize that the proposed rule would reduce the scope of waters protected under the 
Clean Water Act compared to waters covered during the 1970s, 80s, and 90s to conform to decisions of 
the Supreme Court. The rule would limit Clean Water Act jurisdiction only to those types of waters that 
have a significant effect on downstream traditional navigable waters - not just any hydrologic 
connection. It would improve efficiency, clarity, and predictability for all landowners, including the 
nation's farmers, as well as permit applicants, while maintaining all current exemptions and protecting 
public health, water quality, and the environment. It uses the law and sound, peer-reviewed science as its 
cornerstones. 

The agencies understand the importance of working effectively with the public as the rulemaking 
process moves forward. In order to afford the public greater opportunity to benefit from the EPA 
Science Advisory Board's reports on the proposed jurisdictional rule and on the EPA's draft scientific 
report, "Connectivity of.Streams and Wetlands to Downstream Waters: A Review and Synthesis of the 
Scientific Evidence," and to respond to requests from the public for additional time to provide comments 
on the proposed rule. the agencies extended the public comment period on the proposed rule to 
November 14, 2014. 

During the public comment period, the agencies met with stakeholders across the country to facilitate 
their input on the proposed rule. The agencies talked with a broad range of interested groups including 
farmers, businesses, states and local governments, water users, energy companies, coal and mineral 
mining groups, and conservation interests. The EPA conducted a second small business roundtable to 
facilitate input from the small business community, which featured more than 20 participants that 
included small government jurisdictions as well as construction and development, agricultural, and 
mining interests. The agencies also engaged in extensive outreach to our state partners - including 
Western states - since the proposed rule was published. We agree that states play a crucial role in 
implementing the Clean Water Act, and that is why we were in close communication with stakeholders 
such as the Western Governors' Association, Western States Water Council, Association of Clean Water 
Administrators, and Environmental Council of the States. We appreciated the dialogue with Western 
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states during the public comment period, which enabled us to share information about the proposed rule 
and to ensure that the critical interests of states are reflected in our rulemaking process. 

Since releasing the proposal in March, the EPA and the Corps conducted unprecedented outreach to a 
wide range of stakeholders, holding nearly 400 meetings all across the country to offer information, 
listen to concerns, and answer questions. The agencies completed a review by the Science Advisory 
Board on the scientific basis of the proposed rule and will ensure the final rule effectively reflects its 
technical recommendations. These actions represent the agencies' commitment to provide a transparent 
and effective opportunity for all interested Americans to participate in the rulemaking process. 

Finally, your letter also raises questions regarding the agencies' interpretive rule regarding the 
applicability of Clean Water Act Section 404(f)(1)(A). On December 16, 2014, President Obama signed 
H.R. 83, the Consolidated and Further Continuing Appropriations Act, 2015, which instructs the EPA 
and the Department of the Army to withdraw the agencies' interpretive rule. The EPA and the Army will 
follow the statutory directive and withdraw the interpretive rule, a rule intended to encourage 
conservation and provide farmers with a simpler way to take advantage of existing exemptions from 
Clean Water Act dredge and fill permits. Withdrawal of the interpretive rule does not impact the 
agencies' work to finalize their rulemaking to define the scope of the Clean Water Act. 

America thrives on clean water. Clean water is vital for the success of the nation's businesses, 
agriculture, energy development, and the health of our communities. We are eager to define the scope of 
the Clean Water Act so that it achieves the goals of protecting clean water and public health, and 
promoting jobs and the economy. 

Thank you again for your letter. We look forward to working with Congress as our Clean Water Act 
rulemaking effort moves forward. Please contact me if you have additional questions on this issue, or 
your staff may contact Denis Borum in the EPA's Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental 
Relations at borum.denisepa.gov or (202) 564-4836. 

Kenneth J. Kopocis 
Deputy Assistant Administrator
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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20460 

The Honorable Michael D. Crapo 
United States Senate 
Washington, D.C. 20510 

Dear Senator Crapo: 

Thank you for your May 8, 2014. letter to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency regarding the U.S. 
Department of the Army's and the EPA's proposed rulemaking to define the scope of the Clean Water 
Act consistent with science and the decisions of the Supreme Court. The agencies' rulemaking process is 
among the most important actions we have underway to ensure reliable sources of clean water on which 
Americans depend for public health, a growing economy, jobs, and a healthy environment. 

It is important to emphasize that the proposed rule would reduce the scope of waters protected under the 
Clean Water Act compared to waters covered during the 1 970s, 80s, and 90s to conform to decisions of 
the Supreme Court. The rule would limit Clean Water Act jurisdiction only to those types of waters that 
have a significant effect on downstream traditional navigable waters - not just any hydrologic 
connection. It would improve efficiency, clarity, and predictability for all landowners, including the 
nation's farmers, as well as permit applicants, while maintaining all current exemptions and protecting 
public health, water quality, and the environment. It uses the law and sound, peer-reviewed science as its 
cornerstones. 

The agencies understand the importance of working effectively with the public as the rulemaking 
process moves forward. In order to afford the public greater opportunity to benefit from the EPA 
Science Advisory Board's reports on the proposed jurisdictional rule and on the EPA's draft scientific 
report, "Connectivity of Streams and Wetlands to Downstream Waters: A Review and Synthesis of the 
Scientific Evidence," and to respond to requests from the public for additional time to provide comments 
on the proposed rule, the agencies extended the public comment period on the proposed rule to 
November 14, 2014. 

During the public comment period, the agencies met with stakeholders across the country to facilitate 
their input on the proposed rule. The agencies talked with a broad range of interested groups including 
farmers, businesses, states and local governments, water users, energy companies, coal and mineral 
mining groups, and conservation interests. The EPA conducted a second small business roundtable to 
facilitate input from the small business community, which featured more than 20 participants that 
included small government jurisdictions as well as construction and development, agricultural, and 
mining interests. The agencies also engaged in extensive outreach to our state partners - including 
Western states - since the proposed rule was published. We agree that states play a crucial role in 
implementing the Clean Water Act, and that is why we were in close communication with stakeholders 
such as the Western Governors' Association, Western States Water Council, Association of Clean Water 
Administrators, and Environmental Council of the States. We appreciated the dialogue with Western 
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states during the public comment period, which enabled us to share information about the proposed rule 
and to ensure that the critical interests of states are reflected in our rulemaking process. 

Since releasing the proposal in March, the EPA and the Corps conducted unprecedented outreach to a 
wide range of stakeholders, holding nearly 400 meetings all across the country to offer information, 
listen to concerns, and answer questions. The agencies completed a review by the Science Advisory 
Board on the scientific basis of the proposed rule and will ensure the final rule effectively reflects its 
technical recommendations. These actions represent the agencies' commitment to provide a transparent 
and effective opportunity for all interested Americans to participate in the rulemaking process. 

Finally, your letter also raises questions regarding the agencies' interpretive rule regarding the 
applicability of Clean Water Act Section 404(f)(l)(A). On December 16, 2014, President Obama signed 
H.R. 83, the Consolidated and Further Continuing Appropriations Act, 2015, which instructs the EPA 
and the Department of the Army to withdraw the agencies' interpretive rule. The EPA and the Army will 
follow the statutory directive and withdraw the interpretive rule, a rule intended to encourage 
conservation and provide farmers with a simpler way to take advantage of existing exemptions from 
Clean Water Act dredge and fill permits. Withdrawal of the interpretive rule does not impact the 
agencies' work to finalize their rulemaking to define the scope of the Clean Water Act. 

America thrives on clean water. Clean water is vital for the success of the nation's businesses, 
agriculture, energy development, and the health of our communities. We are eager to define the scope of 
the Clean Water Act so that it achieves the goals of protecting clean water and public health, and 
promoting jobs and the economy. 

Thank you again for your letter. We look forward to working with Congress as our Clean Water Act 
rulemaking effort moves forward. Please contact me if you have additional questions on this issue, or 
your staff may contact Denis Borum in the EPA's Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental 
Relations at borum.denisepa.gov or (202) 564-4836. 

Sincerely, 

/('', 

Kenneth J. Kopocis 
Deputy Assistant Administrator
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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20460 

The Honorable Roy Blunt 
United States Senate 
Washington, D.C. 20510 

Dear Senator Blunt: 

Thank you for your May 8, 2014, letter to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency regarding the U.S. 
Department of the Army's and the EPA's proposed rulemaking to define the scope of the Clean Water 
Act consistent with science and the decisions of the Supreme Court. The agencies' rulemaking process is 
among the most important actions we have underway to ensure reliable sources of clean water on which 
Americans depend for public health, a growing economy, jobs, and a healthy environment. 

It is important to emphasize that the proposed rule would reduce the scope of waters protected under the 
Clean Water Act compared to waters covered during the I 970s, 80s, and 90s to conform to decisions of 
the Supreme Court. The rule would limit Clean Water Act jurisdiction only to those types of waters that 
have a significant effect on downstream traditional navigable waters - not just any hydrologic 
connection. It would improve efficiency, clarity, and predictability for all landowners, including the 
nation's farmers, as well as permit applicants, while maintaining all current exemptions and protecting 
public health, water quality, and the environment. It uses the law and sound, peer-reviewed science as its 
cornerstones. 

The agencies understand the importance of working effectively with the public as the rulemaking 
process moves forward. In order to afford the public greater opportunity to benefit from the EPA 
Science Advisory Board's reports on the proposed jurisdictional rule and on the EPA's draft scientific 
report. "Connectivity of Streams and Wetlands to Downstream Waters: A Review and Synthesis of the 
Scientific Evidence," and to respond to requests from the public for additional time to provide comments 
on the proposed rule, the agencies extended the public comment period on the proposed rule to 
November 14, 2014. 

During the public comment period, the agencies met with stakeholders across the country to facilitate 
their input on the proposed rule. The agencies talked with a broad range of interested groups including 
farmers, businesses, states and local governments, water users, energy companies, coal and mineral 
mining groups, and conservation interests. The EPA conducted a second small business roundtable to 
facilitate input from the small business community, which featured more than 20 participants that 
included small government jurisdictions as well as construction and development, agricultural, and 
mining interests. The agencies also engaged in extensive outreach to our state partners - including 
Western states - since the proposed rule was published. We agree that states play a crucial role in 
implementing the Clean Water Act, and that is why we were in close communication with stakeholders 
such as the Western Governors' Association. Western States Water Council, Association of Clean Water 
Administrators, and Environmental Council of the States. We appreciated the dialogue with Western 
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states during the public comment period, which enabled us to share information about the proposed rule 
and to ensure that the critical interests of states are reflected in our rulemaking process. 

Since releasing the proposal in March, the EPA and the Corps conducted unprecedented outreach to a 
wide range of stakeholders, holding nearly 400 meetings all across the country to offer information, 
listen to concerns, and answer questions. The agencies completed a review by the Science Advisory 
Board on the scientific basis of the proposed rule and will ensure the final rule effectively reflects its 
technical recommendations. These actions represent the agencies' commitment to provide a transparent 
and effective opportunity for all interested Americans to participate in the rulemaking process. 

Finally, your letter also raises questions regarding the agencies' interpretive rule regarding the 
applicability of Clean Water Act Section 404(f)(l)(A). On December 16, 2014, President Obama signed 
H.R. 83, the Consolidated and Further Continuing Appropriations Act, 2015, which instructs the EPA 
and the Department of the Army to withdraw the agencies' interpretive rule. The EPA and the Army will 
follow the statutory directive and withdraw the interpretive rule, a rule intended to encourage 
conservation and provide farmers with a simpler way to take advantage of existing exemptions from 
Clean Water Act dredge and fill permits. Withdrawal of the interpretive rule does not impact the 
agencies' work to finalize their rulemaking to define the scope of the Clean Water Act. 

America thrives on clean water. Clean water is vital for the success of the nation's businesses, 
agriculture, energy development, and the health of our communities. We are eager to define the scope of 
the Clean Water Act so that it achieves the goals of protecting clean water and public health, and 
promoting jobs and the economy. 

Thank you again for your letter. We look forward to working with Congress as our Clean Water Act 
rulemaking effort moves forward. Please contact me if you have additional questions on this issue, or 
your staff may contact Denis Borum in the EPA's Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental 
Relations at borum.denisepa.gov or (202) 564-4836. 

Kenneth J. Kopocis 
Deputy Assistant Administrator
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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
WASHINGTON, DC. 20460 

The Honorable Jerry Moran 
United States Senate 
Washington, D.C. 20510 

Dear Senator Moran: 

Thank you for your May 8, 2014. letter to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency regarding the U.S. 
Department of the Army's and the EPA's proposed rulemaking to define the scope of the Clean Water 
Act consistent with science and the decisions of the Supreme Court. The agencies' rulemaking process is 
among the most important actions we have underway to ensure reliable sources of clean water on which 
Americans depend for public health, a growing economy, jobs, and a healthy environment. 

It is important to emphasize that the proposed rule would reduce the scope of waters protected under the 
Clean Water Act compared to waters covered during the 1970s, 80s. and 90s to conform to decisions of 
the Supreme Court. The rule would limit Clean Water Act jurisdiction only to those types of waters that 
have a significant effect on downstream traditional navigable waters - not just any hydrologic 
connection. It would improve efficiency, clarity, and predictability for all landowners, including the 
nation's farmers, as well as permit applicants, while maintaining all current exemptions and protecting 
public health, water quality, and the environment. It uses the law and sound, peer-reviewed science as its 
cornerstones. 

The agencies understand the importance of working effectively with the public as the rulemaking 
process moves forward. In order to afford the public greater opportunity to benefit from the EPA 
Science Advisory Board's reports on the proposed jurisdictional rule and on the EPA's draft scientific 
report, "Connectivity of Streams and Wetlands to Downstream Waters: A Review and Synthesis of the 
Scientific Evidence," and to respond to requests from the public for additional time to provide comments 
on the proposed rule, the agencies extended the public comment period on the proposed rule to 
November 14, 2014. 

During the public comment period, the agencies met with stakeholders across the country to facilitate 
their input on the proposed rule. The agencies talked with a broad range of interested groups including 
farmers, businesses, states and local governments, water users, energy companies, coal and mineral 
mining groups, and conservation interests. The EPA conducted a second small business roundtable to 
facilitate input from the small business community, which featured more than 20 participants that 
included small government jurisdictions as well as construction and development, agricultural, and 
mining interests. The agencies also engaged in extensive outreach to our state partners - including 
Western states - since the proposed rule was published. We agree that states play a crucial role in 
implementing the Clean Water Act, and that is why we were in close communication with stakeholders 
such as the Western Governors' Association. Western States Water Council, Association of Clean Water 
Administrators, and Environmental Council of the States. We appreciated the dialogue with Western 
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states during the public comment period, which enabled us to share information about the proposed rule 
and to ensure that the critical interests of states are reflected in our rulemaking process. 

Since releasing the proposal in March, the EPA and the Corps conducted unprecedented outreach to a 
wide range of stakeholders, holding nearly 400 meetings all across the country to offer information, 
listen to concerns, and answer questions. The agencies completed a review by the Science Advisory 
Board on the scientific basis of the proposed rule and will ensure the final rule effectively reflects its 
technical recommendations. These actions represent the agencies' commitment to provide a transparent 
and effective opportunity for all interested Americans to participate in the rulemaking process. 

Finally, your letter also raises questions regarding the agencies' interpretive rule regarding the 
applicability of Clean Water Act Section 404(f)(1)(A). On December 16, 2014, President Obama signed 
H.R. 83, the Consolidated and Further Continuing Appropriations Act. 2015, which instructs the EPA 
and the Department of the Army to withdraw the agencies' interpretive rule. The EPA and the Army will 
follow the statutory directive and withdraw the interpretive rule, a rule intended to encourage 
conservation and provide farmers with a simpler way to take advantage of existing exemptions from 
Clean Water Act dredge and fill permits. Withdrawal of the interpretive rule does not impact the 
agencies' work to finalize their rulemaking to define the scope of the Clean Water Act. 

America thrives on clean water. Clean water is vital for the success of the nation's businesses, 
agriculture, energy development, and the health of our communities. We are eager to define the scope of 
the Clean Water Act so that it achieves the goals of protecting clean water and public health, and 
promoting jobs and the economy. 

Thank you again for your letter. We look forward to working with Congress as our Clean Water Act 
rulemaking effort moves forward. Please contact me if you have additional questions on this issue, or 
your staff may contact Denis Borum in the EPA's Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental 
Relations at borum.denisepa.gov or (202) 564-4836. 

Kenneth J. Kopocis 
Deputy Assistant Administrator
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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
WASHINGTON, D.0 20460 

The Honorable Deb Fischer 
United States Senate 
Washington, D.C. 20510 

Dear Senator Fischer: 

Thank you for your May 8, 2014, letter to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency regarding the U.S. 
Department of the Army's and the EPA's proposed rulemaking to define the scope of the Clean Water 
Act consistent with science and the decisions of the Supreme Court. The agencies' rulemaking process is 
among the most important actions we have underway to ensure reliable sources of clean water on which 
Americans depend for public health, a growing economy, jobs, and a healthy environment. 

It is important to emphasize that the proposed rule would reduce the scope of waters protected under the 
Clean Water Act compared to waters covered during the 1970s, 80s, and 90s to conform to decisions of 
the Supreme Court. The rule would limit Clean Water Act jurisdiction only to those types of waters that 
have a significant effect on downstream traditional navigable waters - not just any hydrologic 
connection. It would improve efficiency, clarity, and predictability for all landowners, including the 
nation's farmers, as well as permit applicants, while maintaining all current exemptions and protecting 
public health, water quality, and the environment. It uses the law and sound, peer-reviewed science as its 
cornerstones. 

The agencies understand the importance of working effectively with the public as the rulemaking 
process moves forward. In order to afford the public greater opportunity to benefit from the EPA 
Science Advisory Board's reports on the proposed jurisdictional rule and on the EPA's draft scientific 
report, "Cormectivity of Streams and Wetlands to Downstream Waters: A Review and Synthesis of the 
Scientific Evidence," and to respond to requests from the public for additional time to provide comments 
on the proposed rule, the agencies extended the public comment period on the proposed rule to 
November 14, 2014. 

During the public comment period, the agencies met with stakeholders across the country to facilitate 
their input on the proposed rule. The agencies talked with a broad range of interested groups including 
farmers, businesses, states and local governments, water users, energy companies. coal and mineral 
mining groups, and conservation interests. The EPA conducted a second small business roundtable to 
facilitate input from the small business community, which featured more than 20 participants that 
included small government jurisdictions as well as construction and development, agricultural, and 
mining interests. The agencies also engaged in extensive outreach to our state partners - including 
Western states - since the proposed rule was published. We agree that states play a crucial role in 
implementing the Clean Water Act, and that is why we were in close communication with stakeholders 
such as the Western Governors' Association, Western States Water Council, Association of Clean Water 
Administrators, and Environmental Council of the States. We appreciated the dialogue with Western 
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states during the public comment period, which enabled us to share information about the proposed rule 
and to ensure that the critical interests of states are reflected in our rulemaking process. 

Since releasing the proposal in March, the EPA and the Corps conducted unprecedented outreach to a 
wide range of stakeholders, holding nearly 400 meetings all across the country to offer information, 
listen to concerns, and answer questions. The agencies completed a review by the Science Advisory 
Board on the scientific basis of the proposed rule and will ensure the final rule effectively reflects its 
technical recommendations. These actions represent the agencies' commitment to provide a transparent 
and effective opportunity for all interested Americans to participate in the rulemaking process. 

Finally, your letter also raises questions regarding the agencies interpretive rule regarding the 
applicability of Clean Water Act Section 404(f)(1)(A). On December 16, 2014, President Obama signed 
H.R. 83, the Consolidated and Further Continuing Appropriations Act, 2015, which instructs the EPA 
and the Department of the Army to withdraw the agencies' interpretive rule. The EPA and the Army will 
follow the statutory directive and withdraw the interpretive rule, a rule intended to encourage 
conservation and provide farmers with a simpler way to take advantage of existing exemptions from 
Clean Water Act dredge and fill permits. Withdrawal of the interpretive rule does not impact the 
agencies work to finalize their rulemaking to define the scope of the Clean Water Act. 

America thrives on clean water. Clean water is vital for the success of the nation's businesses, 
agriculture, energy development, and the health of our communities. We are eager to define the scope of 
the Clean Water Act so that it achieves the goals of protecting clean water and public health, and 
promoting jobs and the economy. 

Thank you again for your letter. We look forward to working with Congress as our Clean Water Act 
rulemaking effort moves forward. Please contact me if you have additional questions on this issue, or 
your staff may contact Denis Borum in the EPA's Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental 
Relations at borum.denisepa.gov or (202) 564-4836. 

/(J/ /</74 

Kenneth J. Kopocis 
Deputy Assistant Administrator



UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
WASHINGTON, DC. 20460 

The Honorable John Cornyn 
United States Senate 
Washington, D.C. 20510 

Dear Senator Cornyn: 

Thank you for your May 8, 2014, letter to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency regarding the U.S. 
Department of the Army's and the EPA's proposed rulemaking to define the scope of the Clean Water 
Act consistent with science and the decisions of the Supreme Court. The agencies' rulemaking process is 
among the most important actions we have underway to ensure reliable sources of clean water on which 
Americans depend for public health, a growing economy, jobs, and a healthy environment. 

It is important to emphasize that the proposed rule would reduce the scope of waters protected under the 
Clean Water Act compared to waters covered during the I 970s, 80s, and 90s to conform to decisions of 
the Supreme Court. The rule would limit Clean Water Act jurisdiction only to those types of waters that 
have a significant effect on downstream traditional navigable waters - not just any hydrologic 
connection. It would improve efficiency, clarity, and predictability for all landowners, including the 
nation's farmers, as well as permit applicants, while maintaining all current exemptions and protecting 
public health, water quality, and the environment. It uses the law and sound, peer-reviewed science as its 
cornerstones. 

The agencies understand the importance of working effectively with the public as the rulemaking 
process moves forward. In order to afford the public greater opportunity to benefit from the EPA 
Science Advisory Board's reports on the proposed jurisdictional rule and on the EPA's draft scientific 
report, "Connectivity of Streams and Wetlands to Downstream Waters: A Review and Synthesis of the 
Scientific Evidence," and to respond to requests from the public for additional time to provide comments 
on the proposed rule, the agencies extended the public comment period on the proposed rule to 
November 14, 2014. 

During the public comment period, the agencies met with stakeholders across the country to facilitate 
their input on the proposed rule. The agencies talked with a broad range of interested groups including 
farmers, businesses, states and local governments, water users, energy companies, coal and mineral 
mining groups, and conservation interests. The EPA conducted a second small business roundtable to 
facilitate input from the small business community, which featured more than 20 participants that 
included small government jurisdictions as well as construction and development, agricultural, and 
mining interests. The agencies also engaged in extensive outreach to our state partners - including 
Western states - since the proposed rule was published. We agree that states play a crucial role in 
implementing the Clean Water Act, and that is why we were in close communication with stakeholders 
such as the Western Governors' Association. Western States Water Council. Association of Clean Water 
Administrators, and Environmental Council of the States. We appreciated the dialogue with Western 
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states during the public comment period, which enabled us to share information about the proposed rule 
and to ensure that the critical interests of states are reflected in our rulemaking process. 

Since releasing the proposal in March, the EPA and the Corps conducted unprecedented outreach to a 
wide range of stakeholders, holding nearly 400 meetings all across the country to offer information, 
listen to concerns, and answer questions. The agencies completed a review by the Science Advisory 
Board on the scientific basis of the proposed rule and will ensure the final rule effectively reflects its 
technical recommendations. These actions represent the agencies' commitment to provide a transparent 
and effective opportunity for all interested Americans to participate in the rulemaking process. 

Finally, your letter also raises questions regarding the agencies' interpretive rule regarding the 
applicability of Clean Water Act Section 404(f)(1)(A). On December 16, 2014. President Obama signed 
H.R. 83, the Consolidated and Further Continuing Appropriations Act, 2015, which instructs the EPA 
and the Department of the Army to withdraw the agencies' interpretive rule. The EPA and the Army will 
follow the statutory directive and withdraw the interpretive rule, a rule intended to encourage 
conservation and provide farmers with a simpler way to take advantage of existing exemptions from 
Clean Water Act dredge and fill permits. Withdrawal of the interpretive rule does not impact the 
agencies' work to finalize their rulemaking to define the scope of the Clean Water Act. 

America thrives on clean water. Clean water is vital for the success of the nation's businesses, 
agriculture, energy development, and the health of our communities. We are eager to define the scope of 
the Clean Water Act so that it achieves the goals of protecting clean water and public health, and 
promoting jobs and the economy. 

Thank you again for your letter. We look forward to working with Congress as our Clean Water Act 
rulemaking effort moves forward. Please contact me if you have additional questions on this issue, or 
your staff may contact Denis Borum in the EPA's Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental 
Relations at borum.denisepa.gov or (202) 564-4836. 

Kenneth J. Kopocis 
Deputy Assistant Administrator
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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20460 

The Honorable John Hoeven 
United States Senate 
Washington, D.C. 20510 

Dear Senator Hoeven: 

Thank you for your May 8, 2014, letter to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency regarding the U.S. 
Department of the Army's and the EPA's proposed rulemaking to define the scope of the Clean Water 
Act consistent with science and the decisions of the Supreme Court. The agencies' rulemaking process is 
among the most important actions we have underway to ensure reliable sources of clean water on which 
Americans depend for public health, a growing economy, jobs, and a healthy environment. 

It is important to emphasize that the proposed rule would reduce the scope of waters protected under the 
Clean Water Act compared to waters covered during the 1970s, 80s, and 90s to conform to decisions of 
the Supreme Court. The rule.would limit Clean Water Act jurisdiction only to those types of waters that 
have a significant effect on downstream traditional navigable waters - not just any hydrologic 
connection. It would improve efficiency. clarity, and predictability for all landowners, including the 
nation's farmers, as well as permit applicants, while maintaining all current exemptions and protecting 
public health, water quality, and the environment. It uses the law and sound, peer-reviewed science as its 
cornerstones. 

The agencies understand the importance of working effectively with the public as the rulemaking 
process moves forward. In order to afford the public greater opportunity to benefit from the EPA 
Science Advisory Board's reports on the proposed jurisdictional rule and on the EPA's draft scientific 
report, "Connectivity of Streams and Wetlands to Downstream Waters: A Review and Synthesis of the 
Scientific Evidence," and to respond to requests from the public for additional time to provide comments 
on the proposed rule, the agencies extended the public comment period on the proposed rule to 
November 14, 2014. 

During the public comment period, the agencies met with stakeholders across the country to facilitate 
their input on the proposed rule. The agencies talked with a broad range of interested groups including 
farmers, businesses, states and local governments, water users, energy companies, coal and mineral 
mining groups, and conservation interests. The EPA conducted a second small business roundtable to 
facilitate input from the small business community, which featured more than 20 participants that 
included small government jurisdictions as well as construction and development, agricultural, and 
mining interests. The agencies also engaged in extensive outreach to our state partners - including 
Western states - since the proposed rule was published. We agree that states play a crucial role in 
implementing the Clean Water Act, and that is why we were in close communication with stakeholders 
such as the Western Governors' Association. Western States Water Council, Association of Clean Water 
Administrators, and Environmental Council of the States. We appreciated the dialogue with Western 
states during the public comment period, which enabled us to share information about the proposed rule 
and to ensure that the critical interests of states are reflected in our rulemaking process. 

Internet Address (URL) http./fwwwepagov 
Recycled/Recyclable Printed with Vegetable Oil Based Inks on 100% Postconsumer, Process Chlorine Free Recycled Paper



Since releasing the proposal in March, the EPA and the Corps conducted unprecedented outreach to a 
wide range of stakeholders, holding nearly 400 meetings all across the country to offer information, 
listen to concerns, and answer questions. The agencies completed a review by the Science Advisory 
Board on the scientific basis of the proposed rule and will ensure the final rule effectively reflects its 
technical recommendations. These actions represent the agencies' commitment to provide a transparent 
and effective opportunity for all interested Americans to participate in the rulemaking process. 

Finally, your letter also raises questions regarding the agencies' interpretive rule regarding the 
applicability of Clean Water Act Section 404(f)(l)(A). On December 16, 2014, President Obama signed 
H.R. 83, the Consolidated and Further Continuing Appropriations Act, 2015, which instructs the EPA 
and the Department of the Army to withdraw the agencies' interpretive rule. The EPA and the Army will 
follow the statutory directive and withdraw the interpretive rule, a rule intended to encourage 
conservation and provide farmers with a simpler way to take advantage of existing exemptions from 
Clean Water Act dredge and fill permits. Withdrawal of the interpretive rule does not impact the 
agencies' work to finalize their rulemaking to define the scope of the Clean Water Act. 

America thrives on clean water. Clean water is vital for the success of the nation's businesses, 
agriculture, energy development, and the health of our communities. We are eager to define the scope of 
the Clean Water Act so that it achieves the goals of protecting clean water and public health, and 
promoting jobs and the economy. 

Thank you again for your letter. We look forward to working with Congress as our Clean Water Act 
rulemaking effort moves forward. Please contact me if you have additional questions on this issue, or 
your staff may contact Denis Borum in the EPA's Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental 
Relations at borum.denisepa.gov or (202) 564-4836. 

Kenneth J. Kopocis 
Deputy Assistant Administrator
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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
WASHINGTON, DC. 20460 

The Honorable James E. Risch 
United States Senate 
Washington, D.C. 20510 

Dear Senator Risch: 

Thank you for your May 8, 2014, letter to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency regarding the U.S. 
Department of the Army's and the EPA's proposed rulemaking to define the scope of the Clean Water 
Act consistent with science and the decisions of the Supreme Court. The agencies' rulemaking process is 
among the most important actions we have underway to ensure reliable sources of clean water on which 
Americans depend for public health, a growing economy, jobs, and a healthy environment. 

It is important to emphasize that the proposed rule would reduce the scope of waters protected under the 
Clean Water Act compared to waters covered during the 1 970s, 80s, and 90s to conform to decisions of 
the Supreme Court. The rule would limit Clean Water Act jurisdiction only to those types of waters that 
have a significant effect on downstream traditional navigable waters - not just any hydrologic 
connection. It would improve efficiency, clarity, and predictability for all landowners, including the 
nation's farmers, as well as permit applicants, while maintaining all current exemptions and protecting 
public health, water quality, and the environment. It uses the law and sound, peer-reviewed science as its 
cornerstones. 

The agencies understand the importance of working effectively with the public as the rulemaking 
process moves forward. In order to afford the public greater opportunity to benefit from the EPA 
Science Advisory Board's reports on the proposed jurisdictional rule and on the EPA's draft scientific 
report, "Connectivity of Streams and Wetlands to Downstream Waters: A Review and Synthesis of the 
Scientific Evidence," and to respond to requests from the public for additional time to provide comments 
on the proposed rule, the agencies extended the public comment period on the proposed rule to 
November 14, 2014. 

During the public comment period, the agencies met with stakeholders across the country to facilitate 
their input on the proposed rule. The agencies talked with a broad range of interested groups including 
farmers, businesses, states and local governments, water users, energy companies, coal and mineral 
mining groups, and conservation interests. The EPA conducted a second small business roundtable to 
facilitate input from the small business community, which featured more than 20 participants that 
included small government jurisdictions as well as construction and development, agricultural, and 
mining interests. The agencies also engaged in extensive outreach to our state partners - including 
Western states - since the proposed rule was published. We agree that states play a crucial role in 
implementing the Clean Water Act, and that is why we were in close communication with stakeholders 
such as the Western Governors' Association, Western States Water Council, Association of Clean Water 
Administrators, and Environmental Council of the States. We appreciated the dialogue with Western 
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states during the public comment period, which enabled us to share information about the proposed rule 
and to ensure that the critical interests of states are reflected in our rulemaking process. 

Since releasing the proposal in March, the EPA and the Corps conducted unprecedented outreach to a 
wide range of stakeholders, holding nearly 400 meetings all across the country to offer information, 
listen to concerns, and answer questions. The agencies completed a review by the Science Advisory 
Board on the scientific basis of the proposed rule and will ensure the final rule effectively reflects its 
technical recommendations. These actions represent the agencies' commitment to provide a transparent 
and effective opportunity for all interested Americans to participate in the rulemaking process. 

Finally, your letter also raises questions regarding the agencies' interpretive rule regarding the 
applicability of Clean Water Act Section 404(f)(l)(A). On December 16, 2014, President Obama signed 
H.R. 83, the Consolidated and Further Continuing Appropriations Act, 2015, which instructs the EPA 
and the Department of the Army to withdraw the agencies' interpretive rule. The EPA and the Army will 
follow the statutory directive and withdraw the interpretive rule, a rule intended to encourage 
conservation and provide farmers with a simpler way to take advantage of existing exemptions from 
Clean Water Act dredge and fill permits. Withdrawal of the interpretive rule does not impact the 
agencies' work to finalize their rulemaking to define the scope of the Clean Water Act. 

America thrives on clean water. Clean water is vital for the success of the nation's businesses, 
agriculture, energy development, and the health of our communities. We are eager to define the scope of 
the Clean Water Act so that it achieves the goals of protecting clean water and public health, and 
promoting jobs and the economy. 

Thank you again for your letter. We look forward to working with Congress as our Clean Water Act 
rulemaking effort moves forward. Please contact me if you have additional questions on this issue, or 
your staff may contact Denis Borum in the EPA's Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental 
Relations at borum.denisepa.gov or (202) 564-4836. 

Kenneth J. Kopocis 
Deputy Assistant Administrator



UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20460 

The Honorable Mike Enzi 
United States Senate 
Washington, D.C. 20510 

Dear Senator Enzi: 

Thank you for your May 8, 2014, letter to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency regarding the U.S. 
Department of the Army's and the EPA's proposed rulemaking to define the scope of the Clean Water 
Act consistent with science and the decisions of the Supreme Court. The agencies' rulemaking process is 
among the most important actions we have underway to ensure reliable sources of clean water on which 
Americans depend for public health, a growing economy, jobs, and a healthy environment. 

It is important to emphasize that the proposed rule would reduce the scope of waters protected under the 
Clean Water Act compared to waters covered during the 1970s, 80s, and 90s to conform to decisions of 
the Supreme Court. The rule would limit Clean Water Act jurisdiction only to those types of waters that 
have a significant effect on downstream traditional navigable waters - not just any hydrologic 
connection. It would improve efficiency, clarity, and predictability for all landowners, including the 
nation's farmers, as well as permit applicants, while maintaining all current exemptions and protecting 
public health, water quality, and the environment. It uses the law and sound, peer-reviewed science as its 
cornerstones. 

The agencies understand the importance of working effectively with the public as the rulemaking 
process moves forward. In order to afford the public greater opportunity to benefit from the EPA 
Science Advisory Board's reports on the proposed jurisdictional rule and on the EPA's draft scientific 
report, "Connectivity of Streams and Wetlands to Downstream Waters: A Review and Synthesis of the 
Scientific Evidence," and to respond to requests from the public for additional time to provide comments 
on the proposed rule, the agencies extended the public comment period on the proposed rule to 
November 14, 2014. 

During the public comment period, the agencies met with stakeholders across the country to facilitate 
their input on the proposed rule. The agencies talked with a broad range of interested groups including 
farmers, businesses, states and local governments, water users, energy companies, coal and mineral 
mining groups, and conservation interests. The EPA conducted a second small business roundtable to 
facilitate input from the small business community, which featured more than 20 participants that 
included small government jurisdictions as well as construction and development, agricultural, and 
mining interests. The agencies also engaged in extensive outreach to our state partners - including 
Western states - since the proposed rule was published. We agree that states play a crucial role in 
implementing the Clean Water Act, and that is why we were in close communication with stakeholders 
such as the Western Governors' Association, Western States Water Council, Association of Clean Water 
Administrators, and Environmental Council of the States. We appreciated the dialogue with Western 
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states during the public comment period, which enabled us to share information about the proposed rule 
and to ensure that the critical interests of states are reflected in our rulemaking process. 

Since releasing the proposal in March, the EPA and the Corps conducted unprecedented outreach to a 
wide range of stakeholders, holding nearly 400 meetings all across the country to offer information, 
listen to concerns, and answer questions. The agencies completed a review by the Science Advisory 
Board on the scientific basis of the proposed rule and will ensure the final rule effectively reflects its 
technical recommendations. These actions represent the agencies' commitment to provide a transparent 
and effective opportunity for all interested Americans to participate in the rulemaking process. 

Finally, your letter also raises questions regarding the agencies' interpretive rule regarding the 
applicability of Clean Water Act Section 404(f)(1)(A). On December 16, 2014, President Obama signed 
H.R. 83, the Consolidated and Further Continuing Appropriations Act, 2015, which instructs the EPA 
and the Department of the Army to withdraw the agencies' interpretive rule. The EPA and the Army will 
follow the statutory directive and withdraw the interpretive rule, a rule intended to encourage 
conservation and provide farmers with a simpler way to take advantage of existing exemptions from 
Clean Water Act dredge and fill permits. Withdrawal of the interpretive rule does not impact the 
agencies' work to finalize their rulemaking to define the scope of the Clean Water Act. 

America thrives on clean water. Clean water is vital for the success of the nation's businesses, 
agriculture, energy development, and the health of our communities. We are eager to define the scope of 
the Clean Water Act so that it achieves the goals of protecting clean water and public health, and 
promoting jobs and the economy. 

Thank you again for your letter. We look forward to working with Congress as our Clean Water Act 
rulemaking effort moves forward. Please contact me if you have additional questions on this issue, or 
your staff may contact Denis Borum in the EPA's Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental 
Relations at borum.denisepa.gov or (202) 564-4836. 

/6	ierL 
Kenneth J. Kopocis 
Deputy Assistant Administrator
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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
WASHINGTON, DC. 20460 

The Honorable Cory Gardner 
United States Senate 
Washington, D.C. 20510 

Dear Senator Gardner: 

Thank you for your May 8, 2014, letter to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency regarding the U.S. 
Department of the Army's and the EPA's proposed rulemaking to define the scope of the Clean Water 
Act consistent with science and the decisions of the Supreme Court. The agencies' rulemaking process is 
among the most important actions we have underway to ensure reliable sources of clean water on which 
Americans depend for public health, a growing economy, jobs, and a healthy environment. 

It is important to emphasize that the proposed rule would reduce the scope of waters protected under the 
Clean Water Act compared to waters covered during the 1970s, 80s, and 90s to conform to decisions of 
the Supreme Court. The rule would limit Clean Water Act jurisdiction only to those types of waters that 
have a significant effect on downstream traditional navigable waters - not just any hydrologic 
connection. It would improve efficiency, clarity, and predictability for all landowners, including the 
nation's farmers, as well as permit applicants, while maintaining all current exemptions and protecting 
public health, water quality, and the environment. It uses the law and sound, peer-reviewed science as its 
cornerstones. 

The agencies understand the importance of working effectively with the public as the rulemaking 
process moves forward. In order to afford the public greater opportunity to benefit from the EPA 
Science Advisory Board's reports on the proposed jurisdictional rule and on the EPA's draft scientific 
report, "Coimectivity of Streams and Wetlands to Downstream Waters: A Review and Synthesis of the 
Scientific Evidence," and to respond to requests from the public for additional time to provide comments 
on the proposed rule, the agencies extended the public comment period on the proposed rule to 
November 14, 2014. 

During the public comment period, the agencies met with stakeholders across the country to facilitate 
their input on the proposed rule. The agencies talked with a broad range of interested groups including 
farmers, businesses, states and local governments, water users, energy companies, coal and mineral 
mining groups, and conservation interests. The EPA conducted a second small business roundtable to 
facilitate input from the small business community, which featured more than 20 participants that 
included small government jurisdictions as well as construction and development, agricultural, and 
mining interests. The agencies also engaged in extensive outreach to our state partners - including 
Western states - since the proposed rule was published. We agree that states play a crucial role in 
implementing the Clean Water Act, and that is why we were in close communication with stakeholders 
such as the Western Governors' Association, Western States Water Council, Association of Clean Water 
Administrators, and Environmental Council of the States. We appreciated the dialogue with Western 
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states during the public comment period, which enabled us to share information about the proposed rule 
and to ensure that the critical interests of states are reflected in our rulemaking process. 

Since releasing the proposal in March, the EPA and the Corps conducted unprecedented outreach to a 
wide range of stakeholders, holding nearly 400 meetings all across the country to offer information, 
listen to concerns, and answer questions. The agencies completed a review by the Science Advisory 
Board on the scientific basis of the proposed rule and will ensure the final rule effectively reflects its 
technical recommendations. These actions represent the agencies' commitment to provide a transparent 
and effective opportunity for all interested Americans to participate in the rulemaking process. 

Finally, your letter also raises questions regarding the agencies' interpretive rule regarding the 
applicability of Clean Water Act Section 404(f)(1)(A). On December 16, 2014, President Obama signed 
H.R. 83, the Consolidated and Further Continuing Appropriations Act, 2015, which instructs the EPA 
and the Department of the Army to withdraw the agencies' interpretive rule. The EPA and the Army will 
follow the statutory directive and withdraw the interpretive rule, a rule intended to encourage 
conservation and provide farmers with a simpler way to take advantage of existing exemptions from 
Clean Water Act dredge and fill permits. Withdrawal of the interpretive rule does not impact the 
agencies' work to finalize their rulemaking to define the scope of the Clean Water Act. 

America thrives on clean water. Clean water is vital for the success of the nation's businesses, 
agriculture, energy development, and the health of our communities. We are eager to define the scope of 
the Clean Water Act so that it achieves the goals of protecting clean water and public health, and 
promoting jobs and the economy. 

Thank you again for your letter. We look forward to working with Congress as our Clean Water Act 
rulemaking effort moves forward. Please contact me if you have additional questions on this issue, or 
your staff may contact Denis Borum in the EPA' s Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental 
Relations at borum.denisepa.gov  or (202) 564-4836. 

Sincerely, 

Kenneth J. Kopocis 
Deputy Assistant Administrator



UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20460 

The Honorable Robert Bishop 
House of Representatives 
Washington, D.C. 20515 

Dear Congressman Bishop: 

Thank you for your May 8, 2014, letter to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency regarding the U.S. 
Department of the Army's and the EPA's proposed rulemaking to define the scope of the Clean Water 
Act consistent with science and the decisions of the Supreme Court. The agencies' rulemaking process is 
among the most important actions we have underway to ensure reliable sources of clean water on which 
Americans depend for public health, a growing economy, jobs, and a healthy environment. 

It is important to emphasize that the proposed rule would reduce the scope of waters protected under the 
Clean Water Act compared to waters covered during the I 970s, 80s, and 90s to conform to decisions of 
the Supreme Court. The rule would limit Clean Water Act jurisdiction only to those types of waters that 
have a significant effect on downstream traditional navigable waters - not just any hydrologic 
connection. It would improve efficiency, clarity, and predictability for all landowners, including the 
nation's farmers, as well as permit applicants, while maintaining all current exemptions and protecting 
public health, water quality, and the environment. It uses the law and sound, peer-reviewed science as its 
cornerstones. 

The agencies understand the importance of working effectively with the public as the rulemaking 
process moves forward. In order to afford the public greater opportunity to benefit from the EPA 
Science Advisory Board's reports on the proposed jurisdictional rule and on the EPA's draft scientific 
report, "Connectivity of Streams and Wetlands to Downstream Waters: A Review and Synthesis of the 
Scientific Evidence," and to respond to requests from the public for additional time to provide comments 
on the proposed rule, the agencies extended the public comment period on the proposed rule to 
November 14, 2014. 

During the public comment period, the agencies met with stakehoiders across the country to facilitate 
their input on the proposed rule. The agencies talked with a broad range of interested groups including 
farmers, businesses, states and local governments, water users, energy companies, coal and mineral 
mining groups, and conservation interests. The EPA conducted a second small business roundtable to 
facilitate input from the small business community, which featured more than 20 participants that 
included small government jurisdictions as well as construction and development, agricultural, and 
mining interests. The agencies also engaged in extensive outreach to our state partners - including 
Western states - since the proposed rule was published. We agree that states play a crucial role in 
implementing the Clean Water Act, and that is why we were in close communication with stakeholders 
such as the Western Governors' Association. Western States Water Council, Association of Clean Water 
Administrators, and Environmental Council of the States. We appreciated the dialogue with Western 
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states during the public comment period, which enabled us to share information about the proposed rule 
and to ensure that the critical interests of states are reflected in our rulemaking process. 

Since releasing the proposal in March, the EPA and the Corps conducted unprecedented outreach to a 
wide range of stakeholders, holding nearly 400 meetings all across the country to offer information, 
listen to concerns, and answer questions. The agencies completed a review by the Science Advisory 
Board on the scientific basis of the proposed rule and will ensure the final rule effectively reflects its 
technical recommendations. These actions represent the agencies' commitment to provide a transparent 
and effective opportunity for all interested Americans to participate in the rulemaking process. 

Finally, your letter also raises questions regarding the agencies' interpretive rule regarding the 
applicability of Clean Water Act Section 404(f)(l)(A). On December 16, 2014, President Obama signed 
H.R. 83, the Consolidated and Further Continuing Appropriations Act, 2015, which instructs the EPA 
and the Department of the Army to withdraw the agencies' interpretive rule. The EPA and the Army will 
follow the statutory directive and withdraw the interpretive rule, a rule intended to encourage 
conservation and provide farmers with a simpler way to take advantage of existing exemptions from 
Clean Water Act dredge and fill permits. Withdrawal of the interpretive rule does not impact the 
agencies' work to finalize their rulemaking to define the scope of the Clean Water Act. 

America thrives on clean water. Clean water is vital for the success of the nation's businesses, 
agriculture, energy development, and the health of our communities. We are eager to define the scope of 
the Clean Water Act so that it achieves the goals of protecting clean water and public health, and 
promoting jobs and the economy. 

Thank you again for your letter. We look forward to working with Congress as our Clean Water Act 
rulemaking effort moves forward. Please contact me if you have additional questions on this issue, or 
your staff may contact Denis Borum in the EPA's Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental 
Relations at borum.denisepa.gov or (202) 564-4836. 

/WC%YLj. 
Kenneth J. Kopocis 
Deputy Assistant Administrator
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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20460 

The Honorable Markwayne Mullin 
House of Representatives 
Washington, D.C. 20515 

Dear Congressman Mullin: 

Thank you for your May 8, 2014, letter to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency regarding the U.S. 
Department of the Army's and the EPA's proposed rulemaking to define the scope of the Clean Water 
Act consistent with science and the decisions of the Supreme Court. The agencies' rulemaking process is 
among the most important actions we have underway to ensure reliable sources of clean water on which 
Americans depend for public health, a growing economy, jobs, and a healthy environment. 

It is important to emphasize that the proposed rule would reduce the scope of waters protected under the 
Clean Water Act compared to waters covered during the l970s, 80s, and 90s to conform to decisions of 
the Supreme Court. The rule would limit Clean Water Act jurisdiction only to those types of waters that 
have a significant effect on downstream traditional navigable waters - not just any hydrologic 
connection. It would improve efficiency, clarity, and predictability for all landowners, including the 
nation's farmers, as well as permit applicants, while maintaining all current exemptions and protecting 
public health, water quality, and the environment. It uses the law and sound, peer-reviewed science as its 
cornerstones. 

The agencies understand the importance of working effectively with the public as the rulemaking 
process moves forward. In order to afford the public greater opportunity to benefit from the EPA 
Science Advisory Board's reports on the proposed jurisdictional rule and on the EPA's draft scientific 
report, "Connectivity of Streams and Wetlands to Downstream Waters: A Review and Synthesis of the 
Scientific Evidence," and to respond to requests from the public for additional time to provide comments 
on the proposed rule, the agencies extended the public comment period on the proposed rule to 
November 14, 2014. 

During the public comment period, the agencies met with stakeholders across the country to facilitate 
their input on the proposed rule. The agencies talked with a broad range of interested groups including 
farmers, businesses, states and local governments, water users, energy companies, coal and mineral 
mining groups, and conservation interests. The EPA conducted a second small business roundtable to 
facilitate input from the small business community, which featured more than 20 participants that 
included small government jurisdictions as well as construction and development, agricultural, and 
mining interests. The agencies also engaged in extensive outreach to our state partners - including 
Western states - since the proposed rule was published. We agree that states play a crucial role in 
implementing the Clean Water Act, and that is why we were in close communication with stakeholders 
such as the Western Governors' Association, Western States Water Council, Association of Clean Water 
Administrators, and Environmental Council of the States. We appreciated the dialogue with Western 
states during the public comment period, which enabled us to share information about the proposed rule 
and to ensure that the critical interests of states are reflected in our rulemaking process. 
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Since releasing the proposal in March, the EPA and the Corps conducted unprecedented outreach to a 
wide range of stakeholders, holding nearly 400 meetings all across the country to offer information, 
listen to concerns, and answer questions. The agencies completed a review by the Science Advisory 
Board on the scientific basis of the proposed rule and will ensure the final rule effectively reflects its 
technical recommendations. These actions represent the agencies' commitment to provide a transparent 
and effective opportunity for all interested Americans to participate in the rulemaking process. 

Finally, your letter also raises questions regarding the agencies' interpretive rule regarding the 
applicability of Clean Water Act Section 404(f)(1)(A). On December 16, 2014, President Obama signed 
H.R. 83, the Consolidated and Further Continuing Appropriations Act, 2015, which instructs the EPA 
and the Department of the Army to withdraw the agencies' interpretive rule. The EPA and the Army will 
follow the statutory directive and withdraw the interpretive rule, a rule intended to encourage 
conservation and provide farmers with a simpler way to take advantage of existing exemptions from 
Clean Water Act dredge and fill permits. Withdrawal of the interpretive rule does not impact the 
agencies' work to finalize their rulemaking to define the scope of the Clean Water Act. 

America thrives on clean water. Clean water is vital for the success of the nation's businesses, 
agriculture, energy development, and the health of our communities. We are eager to define the scope of 
the Clean Water Act so that it achieves the goals of protecting clean water and public health, and 
promoting jobs and the economy. 

Thank you again for your letter. We look forward to working with Congress as our Clean Water Act 
rulemaking effort moves forward. Please contact me if you have additional questions on this issue, or 
your staff may contact Denis Borum in the EPA's Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental 
Relations at borum.denisepa.gov or (202) 564-4836. 

Sincerely, 

Kenneth J. Kopocis 
Deputy Assistant Administrator
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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20460 

The Honorable Jeff Denham 
House of Representatives 
Washington, D.C. 20515 

Dear Congressman Denham: 

Thank you for your May 8. 2014. letter to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency regarding the U.S. 
Department of the Army's and the EPA's proposed rulemaking to define the scope of the Clean Water 
Act consistent with science and the decisions of the Supreme Court. The agencies' rulemaking process is 
among the most important actions we have underway to ensure reliable sources of clean water on which 
Americans depend for public health, a growing economy, jobs, and a healthy environment. 

It is important to emphasize that the proposed rule would reduce the scope of waters protected under the 
Clean Water Act compared to waters covered during the 1 970s. 80s, and 90s to conform to decisions of 
the Supreme Court. The rule would limit Clean Water Act jurisdiction only to those types of waters that 
have a significant effect on downstream traditional navigable waters - not just any hydrologic 
connection. It would improve efficiency, clarity, and predictability for all landowners, including the 
nation's farmers, as well as permit applicants, while maintaining all current exemptions and protecting 
public health, water quality, and the environment. It uses the law and sound. peer-reviewed science as its 
cornerstones. 

The agencies understand the importance of working effectively with the public as the rulemaking 
process moves forward. In order to afford the public greater opportunity to benefit from the EPA 
Science Advisory Board's reports on the proposed jurisdictional rule and on the EPA's draft scientific 
report, "Connectivity of Streams and Wetlands to Downstream Waters: A Review and Synthesis of the 
Scientific Evidence." and to respond to requests from the public for additional time to provide comments 
on the proposed rule, the agencies extended the public comment period on the proposed rule to 
November 14, 2014. 

During the public comment period, the agencies met with stakeholders across the country to facilitate 
their input on the proposed rule. The agencies talked with a broad range of interested groups including 
farmers, businesses, states and local governments, water users, energy companies, coal and mineral 
mining groups, and conservation interests. The EPA conducted a second small business roundtable to 
facilitate input from the small business community, which featured more than 20 participants that 
included small government jurisdictions as well as construction and development, agricultural, and 
mining interests. The agencies also engaged in extensive outreach to our state partners - including 
Western states - since the proposed rule was published. We agree that states play a crucial role in 
implementing the Clean Water Act, and that is why we were in close communication with stakeholders 
such as the Western Governors' Association, Western States Water Council, Association of Clean Water 
Administrators, and Environmental Council of the States. We appreciated the dialogue with Western 
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states during the public comment period, which enabled us to share information about the proposed rule 
and to ensure that the critical interests of states are reflected in our rulemaking process. 

Since releasing the proposal in March, the EPA and the Corps conducted unprecedented outreach to a 
wide range of stakeholders, holding nearly 400 meetings all across the country to offer information, 
listen to concerns, and answer questions. The agencies completed a review by the Science Advisory 
Board on the scientific basis of the proposed rule and will ensure the final rule effectively reflects its 
technical recommendations. These actions represent the agencies' commitment to provide a transparent 
and effective opportunity for all interested Americans to participate in the rulemaking process. 

Finally, your letter also raises questions regarding the agencies' interpretive rule regarding the 
applicability of Clean Water Act Section 404(fj(1)(A). On December 16, 2014. President Obama signed 
H.R. 83, the Consolidated and Further Continuing Appropriations Act, 2015, which instructs the EPA 
and the Department of the Army to withdraw the agencies' interpretive rule. The EPA and the Army will 
follow the statutory directive and withdraw the interpretive rule, a rule intended to encourage 
conservation and provide farmers with a simpler way to take advantage of existing exemptions from 
Clean Water Act dredge and fill permits. Withdrawal of the interpretive rule does not impact the 
agencies' work to finalize their rulemaking to define the scope of the Clean Water Act. 

America thrives on clean water. Clean water is vital for the success of the nation's businesses, 
agriculture, energy development, and the health of our communities. We are eager to define the scope of 
the Clean Water Act so that it achieves the goals of protecting clean water and public health, and 
promoting jobs and the economy. 

Thank you again for your letter. We look forward to working with Congress as our Clean Water Act 
rulemaking effort moves forward. Please contact me if you have additional questions on this issue, or 
your staff may contact Denis Borum in the EPA's Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental 
Relations at borum.denisepa.gov or (202) 564-4836. 

Kenneth J. Kopocis 
Deputy Assistant Administrator
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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
WASHINGTON D.C. 20460 

The Honorable Mike Simpson 
House of Representatives 
Washington, D.C. 20515 

Dear Congressman Simpson: 

Thank you for your May 8, 2014. letter to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency regarding the U.S. 
Department of the Army's and the EPA's proposed rulemaking to define the scope of the Clean Water 
Act consistent with science and the decisions of the Supreme Court. The agencies' rulemaking process is 
among the most important actions we have underway to ensure reliable sources of clean water on which 
Americans depend for public health, a growing economy, jobs, and a healthy environment. 

It is important to emphasize that the proposed rule would reduce the scope of waters protected under the 
Clean Water Act compared to waters covered during the 1970s, 80s, and 90s to conform to decisions of 
the Supreme Court. The rule would limit Clean Water Act jurisdiction only to those types of waters that 
have a significant effect on downstream traditional navigable waters - not just any hydrologic 
connection. It would improve efficiency, clarity, and predictability for all landowners, including the 
nation's farmers, as well as permit applicants, while maintaining all current exemptions and protecting 
public health, water quality, and the environment. It uses the law and sound. peer-reviewed science as its 
cornerstones. 

The agencies understand the importance of working effectively with the public as the rulemaking 
process moves forward. In order to afford the public greater opportunity to benefit from the EPA 
Science Advisory Board's reports on the proposed jurisdictional rule and on the EPA's draft scientific 
report. 'Connectivity of Streams and Wetlands to Downstream Waters: A Review and Synthesis of the 
Scientific Evidence," and to respond to requests from the public for additional time to provide comments 
on the proposed rule, the agencies extended the public comment period on the proposed rule to 
November 14, 2014. 

During the public comment period, the agencies met with stakeholders across the country to facilitate 
their input on the proposed rule. The agencies talked with a broad range of interested groups including 
farmers, businesses, states and local governments, water users, energy companies, coal and mineral 
mining groups. and conservation interests. The EPA conducted a second small business roundtable to 
facilitate input from the small business community, which featured more than 20 participants that 
included small government jurisdictions as well as construction and development, agricultural, and 
mining interests. The agencies also engaged in extensive outreach to our state partners - including 
Western states - since the proposed rule was published. We agree that states play a crucial role in 
implementing the Clean Water Act, and that is why we were in close communication with stakeholders 
such as the Western Governors' Association. Western States Water Council, Association of Clean Water 
Administrators, and Environmental Council of the States. We appreciated the dialogue with Western 
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states during the public comment period, which enabled us to share information about the proposed rule 
and to ensure that the critical interests of states are reflected in our rulemaking process. 

Since releasing the proposal in March, the EPA and the Corps conducted unprecedented outreach to a 
wide range of stakeholders, holding nearly 400 meetings all across the country to offer information, 
listen to concerns, and answer questions. The agencies completed a review by the Science Advisory 
Board on the scientific basis of the proposed rule and will ensure the final rule effectively reflects its 
technical recommendations. These actions represent the agencies' commitment to provide a transparent 
and effective opportunity for all interested Americans to participate in the rulemaking process. 

Finally, your letter also raises questions regarding the agencies' interpretive rule regarding the 
applicability of Clean Water Act Section 404(f)(l)(A). On December 16, 2014, President Obama signed 
H.R. 83, the Consolidated and Further Continuing Appropriations Act, 2015, which instructs the EPA 
and the Department of the Army to withdraw the agencies' interpretive rule. The EPA and the Army will 
follow the statutory directive and withdraw the interpretive rule, a rule intended to encourage 
conservation and provide farmers with a simpler way to take advantage of existing exemptions from 
Clean Water Act dredge and fill permits. Withdrawal of the interpretive rule does not impact the 
agencies' work to finalize their rulemaking to define the scope of the Clean Water Act. 

America thrives on clean water. Clean water is vital for the success of the nation's businesses, 
agriculture, energy development, and the health of our communities. We are eager to define the scope of 
the Clean Water Act so that it achieves the goals of protecting clean water and public health, and 
promoting jobs and the economy. 

Thank you again for your letter. We look forward to working with Congress as our Clean Water Act 
rulemaking effort moves forward. Please contact me if you have additional questions on this issue, or 
your staff may contact Denis Borum in the EPA's Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental 
Relations at borum.denisepa.gov or (202) 564-4836. 

Keimeth J. Kopocis 
Deputy Assistant Administrator



UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20460 

The Honorable Don Young 
House of Representatives 
Washington, D.C. 20515 

Dear Congressman Young: 

Thank you for your May 8, 2014, letter to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency regarding the U.S. 
Department of the Army's and the EPA's proposed rulemaking to define the scope of the Clean Water 
Act consistent with science and the decisions of the Supreme Court. The agencies' rulemaking process is 
among the most important actions we have underway to ensure reliable sources of clean water on which 
Americans depend for public health, a growing economy, jobs, and a healthy environment. 

It is important to emphasize that the proposed rule would reduce the scope of waters protected under the 
Clean Water Act compared to waters covered during the 1 970s, 80s, and 90s to conform to decisions of 
the Supreme Court. The rule would limit Clean Water Act jurisdiction only to those types of waters that 
have a significant effect on downstream traditional navigable waters - not just any hydrologic 
connection. It would improve efficiency, clarity, and predictability for all landowners, including the 
nation's farmers, as well as permit applicants, while maintaining all current exemptions and protecting 
public health, water quality, and the environment. It uses the law and sound, peer-reviewed science as its 
cornerstones. 

The agencies understand the importance of working effectively with the public as the rulemaking 
process moves forward. In order to afford the public greater opportunity to benefit from the EPA 
Science Advisory Board's reports on the proposed jurisdictional rule and on the EPA's draft scientific 
report, "Connectivity of Streams and Wetlands to Downstream Waters: A Review and Synthesis of the 
Scientific Evidence," and to respond to requests from the public for additional time to provide comments 
on the proposed rule, the agencies extended the public comment period on the proposed rule to 
November 14, 2014. 

During the public comment period, the agencies met with stakeholders across the country to facilitate 
their input on the proposed rule. The agencies talked with a broad range of interested groups including 
farmers, businesses, states and local governments, water users, energy companies, coal and mineral 
mining groups, and conservation interests. The EPA conducted a second small business roundtable to 
facilitate input from the small business community, which featured more than 20 participants that 
included small government jurisdictions as well as construction and development, agricultural, and 
mining interests. The agencies also engaged in extensive outreach to our state partners - including 
Western states - since the proposed rule was published. We agree that states play a crucial role in 
implementing the Clean Water Act, and that is why we were in close communication with stakeholders 
such as the Western Governors' Association, Western States Water Council, Association of Clean Water 
Administrators, and Environmental Council of the States. We appreciated the dialogue with Western 
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states during the public comment period, which enabled us to share information about the proposed rule 
and to ensure that the critical interests of states are reflected in our rulemaking process. 

Since releasing the proposal in March, the EPA and the Corps conducted unprecedented outreach to a 
wide range of stakeholders, holding nearly 400 meetings all across the country to offer information, 
listen to concerns, and answer questions. The agencies completed a review by the Science Advisory 
Board on the scientific basis of the proposed rule and will ensure the final rule effectively reflects its 
technical recommendations. These actions represent the agencies' commitment to provide a transparent 
and effective opportunity for all interested Americans to participate in the rulemaking process. 

Finally, your letter also raises questions regarding the agencies' interpretive rule regarding the 
applicability of Clean Water Act Section 404(f)(1)(A). On December 16, 2014, President Obama signed 
H.R. 83, the Consolidated and Further Continuing Appropriations Act, 2015, which instructs the EPA 
and the Department of the Army to withdraw the agencies' interpretive rule. The EPA and the Army will 
follow the statutory directive and withdraw the interpretive rule, a rule intended to encourage 
conservation and provide farmers with a simpler way to take advantage of existing exemptions from 
Clean Water Act dredge and fill permits. Withdrawal of the interpretive rule does not impact the 
agencies' work to finalize their rulemaking to define the scope of the Clean Water Act. 

America thrives on clean water. Clean water is vital for the success of the nation's businesses, 
agriculture, energy development, and the health of our communities. We are eager to define the scope of 
the Clean Water Act so that it achieves the goals of protecting clean water and public health, and 
promoting jobs and the economy. 

Thank you again for your letter. We look forward to working with Congress as our Clean Water Act 
rulemaking effort moves forward. Please contact me if you have additional questions on this issue, or 
your staff may contact Denis Borum in the EPA's Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental 
Relations at borum.denis@epa.gov  or (202) 564-4836. 

Sincerely, 

/<t1/ /( 
Kenneth J. Kopocis 
Deputy Assistant Administrator
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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20460 

The Honorable Walter B. Jones 
House of Representatives 
Washington, D.C. 20515 

Dear Congressman Jones: 

Thank you for your May 8, 2014. letter to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency regarding the U.S. 
Department of the Army's and the EPA's proposed rulemaking to define the scope of the Clean Water 
Act consistent with science and the decisions of the Supreme Court. The agencies' rulemaking process is 
among the most important actions we have underway to ensure reliable sources of clean water on which 
Americans depend for public health, a growing economy, jobs, and a healthy environment. 

It is important to emphasize that the proposed rule would reduce the scope of waters protected under the 
Clean Water Act compared to waters covered during the 1 970s, 80s. and 90s to conform to decisions of 
the Supreme Court. The rule would limit Clean Water Act jurisdiction only to those types of waters that 
have a significant effect on downstream traditional navigable waters - not just any hydrologic 
connection. It would improve efficiency, clarity, and predictability for all landowners, including the 
nation's farmers, as well as permit applicants, while maintaining all current exemptions and protecting 
public health, water quality, and the environment. It uses the law and sound, peer-reviewed science as its 
cornerstones. 

The agencies understand the importance of working effectively with the public as the rulemaking 
process moves forward. In order to afford the public greater opportunity to benefit from the EPA 
Science Advisory Board's reports on the proposed jurisdictional rule and on the EPA's draft scientific 
report, "Connectivity of Streams and Wetlands to Downstream Waters: A Review and Synthesis of the 
Scientific Evidence," and to respond to requests from the public for additional time to provide comments 
on the proposed rule, the agencies extended the public comment period on the proposed rule to 
November 14, 2014. 

During the public comment period, the agencies met with stakeholders across the country to facilitate 
their input on the proposed rule. The agencies talked with a broad range of interested groups including 
farmers, businesses, states and local governments, water users, energy companies, coal and mineral 
mining groups, and conservation interests. The EPA conducted a second small business roundtable to 
facilitate input from the small business community, which featured more than 20 participants that 
included small government jurisdictions as well as construction and development, agricultural, and 
mining interests. The agencies also engaged in extensive outreach to our state partners - including 
Western states - since the proposed rule was published. We agree that states play a crucial role in 
implementing the Clean Water Act, and that is why we were in close communication with stakeholders 
such as the Western Governors' Association, Western States Water Council, Association of Clean Water 
Administrators, and Environmental Council of the States. We appreciated the dialogue with Western 
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states during the public comment period, which enabled us to share information about the proposed rule 
and to ensure that the critical interests of states are reflected in our rulemaking process. 

Since releasing the proposal in March, the EPA and the Corps conducted unprecedented outreach to a 
wide range of stakeholders, holding nearly 400 meetings all across the country to offer information, 
listen to concerns, and answer questions. The agencies completed a review by the Science Advisory 
Board on the scientific basis of the proposed rule and will ensure the final rule effectively reflects its 
technical recommendations. These actions represent the agencies' commitment to provide a transparent 
and effective opportunity for all interested Americans to participate in the rulemaking process. 

Finally, your letter also raises questions regarding the agencies' interpretive rule regarding the 
applicability of Clean Water Act Section 404(f)(1)(A). On December 16, 2014, President Obama signed 
H.R. 83, the Consolidated and Further Continuing Appropriations Act, 2015, which instructs the EPA 
and the Department of the Army to withdraw the agencies' interpretive rule. The EPA and the Army will 
follow the statutory directive and withdraw the interpretive rule, a rule intended to encourage 
conservation and provide farmers with a simpler way to take advantage of existing exemptions from 
Clean Water Act dredge and fill permits. Withdrawal of the interpretive rule does not impact the 
agencies' work to finalize their rulemaking to define the scope of the Clean Water Act. 

America thrives on clean water. Clean water is vital for the success of the nation's businesses, 
agriculture, energy development, and the health of our communities. We are eager to define the scope of 
the Clean Water Act so that it achieves the goals of protecting clean water and public health, and 
promoting jobs and the economy. 

Thank you again for your letter. We look forward to working with Congress as our Clean Water Act 
rulemaking effort moves forward. Please contact me if you have additional questions on this issue, or 
your staff may contact Denis Borum in the EPA's Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental 
Relations at borum.denisepa.gov or (202) 564-4836. 

Kenneth J. Kopocis 
Deputy Assistant Administrator



UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
WASHINGTON, 0 C. 20460 

The Honorable Matt Salmon 
House of Representatives 
Washington, D.C. 20515 

Dear Congressman Salmon: 

Thank you for your May 8, 2014, letter to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency regarding the U.S. 
Department of the Army's and the EPA's proposed rulemaking to define the scope of the Clean Water 
Act consistent with science and the decisions of the Supreme Court. The agencies' rulemaking process is 
among the most important actions we have underway to ensure reliable sources of clean water on which 
Americans depend for public health, a growing economy, jobs, and a healthy environment. 

It is important to emphasize that the proposed rule would reduce the scope of waters protected under the 
Clean Water Act compared to waters covered during the l970s, 80s. and 90s to conform to decisions of 
the Supreme Court. The rule would limit Clean Water Act jurisdiction only to those types of waters that 
have a significant effect on downstream traditional navigable waters - not just any hydrologic 
connection. It would improve efficiency, clarity, and predictability for all landowners, including the 
nation's farmers, as well as permit applicants, while maintaining all current exemptions and protecting 
public health, water quality, and the environment. It uses the law and sound. peer-reviewed science as its 
cornerstones. 

The agencies understand the importance of working effectively with the public as the rulemaking 
process moves forward. In order to afford the public greater opportunity to benefit from the EPA 
Science Advisory Board's reports on the proposed jurisdictional rule and on the EPA's draft scientific 
report, "Connectivity of Streams and Wetlands to Downstream Waters: A Review and Synthesis of the 
Scientific Evidence," and to respond to requests from the public for additional time to provide comments 
on the proposed rule, the agencies extended the public comment period on the proposed rule to 
November 14, 2014. 

During the public comment period, the agencies met with stakeholders across the country to facilitate 
their input on the proposed rule. The agencies talked with a broad range of interested groups including 
farmers, businesses, states and local governments, water users, energy companies, coal and mineral 
mining groups, and conservation interests. The EPA conducted a second small business roundtable to 
facilitate input from the small business community, which featured more than 20 participants that 
included small government jurisdictions as well as construction and development, agricultural, and 
mining interests. The agencies also engaged in extensive outreach to our state partners - including 
Western states - since the proposed rule was published. We agree that states play a crucial role in 
implementing the Clean Water Act, and that is why we were in close communication with stakeholders 
such as the Western Governors' Association, Western States Water Council, Association of Clean Water 
Administrators, and Environmental Council of the States. We appreciated the dialogue with Western 
states during the public comment period, which enabled us to share information about the proposed rule 
and to ensure that the critical interests of states are reflected in our rulemaking process. 
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Since releasing the proposal in March, the EPA and the Corps conducted unprecedented outreach to a 
wide range of stakeholders, holding nearly 400 meetings all across the country to offer information, 
listen to concerns, and answer questions. The agencies completed a review by the Science Advisory 
Board on the scientific basis of the proposed rule and will ensure the final rule effectively reflects its 
technical recommendations. These actions represent the agencies' commitment to provide a transparent 
and effective opportunity for all interested Americans to participate in the rulemaking process. 

Finally, your letter also raises questions regarding the agencies' interpretive rule regarding the 
applicability of Clean Water Act Section 404(f)(1)(A). On December 16, 2014, President Obama signed 
H.R. 83, the Consolidated and Further Continuing Appropriations Act, 2015, which instructs the EPA 
and the Department of the Army to withdraw the agencies' interpretive rule. The EPA and the Army will 
follow the statutory directive and withdraw the interpretive rule, a rule intended to encourage 
conservation and provide farmers with a simpler way to take advantage of existing exemptions from 
Clean Water Act dredge and fill permits. Withdrawal of the interpretive rule does not impact the 
agencies' work to finalize their rulemaking to define the scope of the Clean Water Act. 

America thrives on clean water. Clean water is vital for the success of the nation's businesses, 
agriculture, energy development, and the health of our communities. We are eager to define the scope of 
the Clean Water Act so that it achieves the goals of protecting clean water and public health, and 
promoting jobs and the economy. 

Thank you again for your letter. We look forward to working with Congress as our Clean Water Act 
rulemaking effort moves forward. Please contact me if you have additional questions on this issue, or 
your staff may contact Denis Borum in the EPA's Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental 
Relations at borum.denisepa.gov or (202) 564-4836. 

Kenneth J. Kopocis 
Deputy Assistant Administrator
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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20460 

The Honorable Scott Tipton 
House of Representatives 
Washington, D.C. 20515 

Dear Congressman Tipton: 

Thank you for your May 8, 2014, letter to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency regarding the U.S. 
Department of the Army's and the EPA's proposed rulemaking to define the scope of the Clean Water 
Act consistent with science and the decisions of the Supreme Court. The agencies' rulemaking process is 
among the most important actions we have underway to ensure reliable sources of clean water on which 
Americans depend for public health, a growing economy, jobs, and a healthy environment. 

It is important to emphasize that the proposed rule would reduce the scope of waters protected under the 
Clean Water Act compared to waters covered during the 1970s, 80s, and 90s to conform to decisions of 
the Supreme Court. The rule would limit Clean Water Act jurisdiction only to those types of waters that 
have a significant effect on downstream traditional navigable waters - not just any hydrologic 
connection. It would improve efficiency, clarity, and predictability for all landowners, including the 
nation's farmers, as well as permit applicants, while maintaining all current exemptions and protecting 
public health, water quality, and the environment, It uses the law and sound, peer-reviewed science as its 
cornerstones. 

The agencies understand the importance of working effectively with the public as the rulemaking 
process moves forward. In order to afford the public greater opportunity to benefit from the EPA 
Science Advisory Board's reports on the proposed jurisdictional rule and on the EPA's draft scientific 
report, "Connectivity of Streams and Wetlands to Downstream Waters: A Review and Synthesis of the 
Scientific Evidence," and to respond to requests from the public for additional time to provide comments 
on the proposed rule, the agencies extended the public comment period on the proposed rule to 
November 14, 2014. 

During the public comment period, the agencies met with stakeholders across the country to facilitate 
their input on the proposed rule. The agencies talked with a broad range of interested groups including 
farmers, businesses, states and local governments, water users, energy companies, coal and mineral 
mining groups, and conservation interests. The EPA conducted a second small business roundtable to 
facilitate input from the small business community, which featured more than 20 participants that 
included small government jurisdictions as well as construction and development, agricultural, and 
mining interests. The agencies also engaged in extensive outreach to our state partners - including 
Western states - since the proposed rule was published. We agree that states play a crucial role in 
implementing the Clean Water Act. and that is why we were in close communication with stakeholders 
such as the Western Governors Association. Western States Water Council, Association of Clean Water 
Administrators, and Environmental Council of the States. We appreciated the dialogue with Western 
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states during the public comment period, which enabled us to share information about the proposed rule 
and to ensure that the critical interests of states are reflected in our rulemaking process. 

Since releasing the proposal in March, the EPA and the Corps conducted unprecedented outreach to a 
wide range of stakeholders, holding nearly 400 meetings all across the country to offer information, 
listen to concerns, and answer questions. The agencies completed a review by the Science Advisory 
Board on the scientific basis of the proposed rule and will ensure the final rule effectively reflects its 
technical recommendations. These actions represent the agencies' commitment to provide a transparent 
and effective opportunity for all interested Americans to participate in the rulemaking process. 

Finally, your letter also raises questions regarding the agencies interpretive rule regarding the 
applicability of Clean Water Act Section 404(f)(1)(A). On December 16, 2014, President Obama signed 
H.R. 83, the Consolidated and Further Continuing Appropriations Act, 2015, which instructs the EPA 
and the Department of the Army to withdraw the agencies' interpretive rule. The EPA and the Army will 
follow the statutory directive and withdraw the interpretive rule, a rule intended to encourage 
conservation and provide farmers with a simpler way to take advantage of existing exemptions from 
Clean Water Act dredge and fill permits. Withdrawal of the interpretive rule does not impact the 
agencies' work to finalize their rulemaking to define the scope of the Clean Water Act. 

America thrives on clean water. Clean water is vital for the success of the nation's businesses, 
agriculture, energy development, and the health of our communities. We are eager to define the scope of 
the Clean Water Act so that it achieves the goals of protecting clean water and public health, and 
promoting jobs and the economy. 

Thank you again for your letter. We look forward to working with Congress as our Clean Water Act 
rulemaking effort moves forward. Please contact me if you have additional questions on this issue, or 
your staff may contact Denis Borum in the EPA's Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental 
Relations at borum.denis@epa.gov  or (202) 564-4836. 

Kenneth J. Kopocis 
Deputy Assistant Administrator
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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20460 

The Honorable Mike Conaway 
House of Representatives 
Washington, D.C. 20515 

Dear Congressman Conaway: 

Thank you for your May 8, 2014, letter to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency regarding the U.S. 
Department of the Army's and the EPA's proposed rulemaking to define the scope of the Clean Water 
Act consistent with science and the decisions of the Supreme Court. The agencies' rulemaking process is 
among the most important actions we have underway to ensure reliable sources of clean water on which 
Americans depend for public health, a growing economy,jobs, and a healthy environment. 

It is important to emphasize that the proposed rule would reduce the scope of waters protected under the 
Clean Water Act compared to waters covered during the 1970s, 80s, and 90s to conform to decisions of 
the Supreme Court. The rule would limit Clean Water Act jurisdiction only to those types of waters that 
have a significant effect on downstream traditional navigable waters - not just any hydrologic 
connection. It would improve efficiency, clarity, and predictability for all landowners, including the 
nation's farmers, as well as permit applicants, while maintaining all current exemptions and protecting 
public health, water quality, and the environment. It uses the law and sound, peer-reviewed science as its 
cornerstones. 

The agencies understand the importance of working effectively with the public as the rulemaking 
process moves forward. In order to afford the public greater opportunity to benefit from the EPA 
Science Advisory Board's reports on the proposed jurisdictional rule and on the EPA's draft scientific 
report, "Connectivity of Streams and Wetlands to Downstream Waters: A Review and Synthesis of the 
Scientific Evidence," and to respond to requests from the public for additional time to provide comments 
on the proposed rule. the agencies extended the public comment period on the proposed rule to 
November 14, 2014. 

During the public comment period, the agencies met with stakeholders across the country to facilitate 
their input on the proposed rule. The agencies talked with a broad range of interested groups including 
farmers, businesses, states and local governments, water users, energy companies, coal and mineral 
mining groups, and conservation interests. The EPA conducted a second small business roundtable to 
facilitate input from the small business community, which featured more than 20 participants that 
included small government jurisdictions as well as construction and development, agricultural, and 
mining interests. The agencies also engaged in extensive outreach to our state partners - including 
Western states - since the proposed rule was published. We agree that states play a crucial role in 
implementing the Clean Water Act, and that is why we were in close communication with stakeholders 
such as the Western Governors' Association, Western States Water Council. Association of Clean Water 
Administrators, and Environmental Council of the States. We appreciated the dialogue with Western 
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states during the public comment period, which enabled us to share information about the proposed rule 
and to ensure that the critical interests of states are reflected in our rulemaking process. 

Since releasing the proposal in March, the EPA and the Corps conducted unprecedented outreach to a 
wide range of stakeholders, holding nearly 400 meetings all across the country to offer information, 
listen to concerns, and answer questions. The agencies completed a review by the Science Advisory 
Board on the scientific basis of the proposed rule and will ensure the final rule effectively reflects its 
technical recommendations. These actions represent the agencies' commitment to provide a transparent 
and effective opportunity for all interested Americans to participate in the rulemaking process. 

Finally, your letter also raises questions regarding the agencies' interpretive rule regarding the 
applicability of Clean Water Act Section 404(f)(l)(A). On December 16, 2014, President Obama signed 
H.R. 83, the Consolidated and Further Continuing Appropriations Act, 2015, which instructs the EPA 
and the Department of the Army to withdraw the agencies' interpretive rule. The EPA and the Army will 
follow the statutory directive and withdraw the interpretive rule, a rule intended to encourage 
conservation and provide farmers with a simpler way to take advantage of existing exemptions from 
Clean Water Act dredge and fill permits. Withdrawal of the interpretive rule does not impact the 
agencies' work to finalize their rulemaking to define the scope of the Clean Water Act. 

America thrives on clean water. Clean water is vital for the success of the nation's businesses, 
agriculture, energy development, and the health of our communities. We are eager to define the scope of 
the Clean Water Act so that it achieves the goals of protecting clean water and public health, and 
promoting jobs and the economy. 

Thank you again for your letter. We look forward to working with Congress as our Clean Water Act 
rulemaking effort moves forward. Please contact me if you have additional questions on this issue, or 
your staff may contact Denis Borum in the EPA's Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental 
Relations at borum.denisepa.gov or (202) 564-4836. 

Kenneth J. Kopocis 
Deputy Assistant Administrator
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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20460 

The Honorable Mark Amodei 
House of Representatives 
Washington, D.C. 20515 

Dear Congressman Amodei: 

Thank you for your May 8, 2014, letter to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency regarding the U.S. 
Department of the Army's and the EPA's proposed rulemaking to define the scope of the Clean Water 
Act consistent with science and the decisions of the Supreme Court. The agencies' rulemaking process is 
among the most important actions we have underway to ensure reliable sources of clean water on which 
Americans depend for public health, a growing economy, jobs, and a healthy environment. 

It is important to emphasize that the proposed rule would reduce the scope of waters protected under the 
Clean Water Act compared to waters covered during the 1970s, 80s, and 90s to conform to decisions of 
the Supreme Court. The rule would limit Clean Water Act jurisdiction only to those types of waters that 
have a significant effect on downstream traditional navigable waters - not just any hydrologic 
connection. It would improve efficiency, clarity, and predictability for all landowners, including the 
nation's farmers, as well as permit applicants, while maintaining all current exemptions and protecting 
public health, water quality, and the environment. It uses the law and sound, peer-reviewed science as its 
cornerstones. 

The agencies understand the importance of working effectively with the public as the rulemaking 
process moves forward. In order to afford the public greater opportunity to benefit from the EPA 
Science Advisory Board's reports on the proposed jurisdictional rule and on the EPA's draft scientific 
report, "Connectivity of Streams and Wetlands to Downstream Waters: A Review and Synthesis of the 
Scientific Evidence," and to respond to requests from the public for additional time to provide comments 
on the proposed rule, the agencies extended the public comment period on the proposed rule to 
November 14, 2014. 

During the public comment period, the agencies met with stakeholders across the country to facilitate 
their input on the proposed rule. The agencies talked with a broad range of interested groups including 
farmers, businesses, states and local governments, water users, energy companies, coal and mineral 
mining groups, and conservation interests. The EPA conducted a second small business roundtable to 
facilitate input from the small business community, which featured more than 20 participants that 
included small government jurisdictions as well as construction and development, agricultural, and 
mining interests. The agencies also engaged in extensive outreach to our state partners - including 
Western states - since the proposed rule was published. We agree that states play a crucial role in 
implementing the Clean Water Act, and that is why we were in close communication with stakeholders 
such as the Western Governors' Association, Western States Water Council, Association of Clean Water 
Administrators, and Environmental Council of the States. We appreciated the dialogue with Western 
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states during the public comment period, which enabled us to share information about the proposed rule 
and to ensure that the critical interests of states are reflected in our rulemaking process. 

Since releasing the proposal in March, the EPA and the Corps conducted unprecedented outreach to a 
wide range of stakeholders, holding nearly 400 meetings all across the country to offer information, 
listen to concerns, and answer questions. The agencies completed a review by the Science Advisory 
Board on the scientific basis of the proposed rule and will ensure the final rule effectively reflects its 
technical recommendations. These actions represent the agencies' commitment to provide a transparent 
and effective opportunity for all interested Americans to participate in the rulemaking process. 

Finally, your letter also raises questions regarding the agencies' interpretive rule regarding the 
applicability of Clean Water Act Section 404(f)(1)(A). On December 16, 2014, President Obama signed 
H.R. 83, the Consolidated and Further Continuing Appropriations Act, 2015, which instructs the EPA 
and the Department of the Army to withdraw the agencies' interpretive rule. The EPA and the Army will 
follow the statutory directive and withdraw the interpretive rule, a rule intended to encourage 
conservation and provide farmers with a simpler way to take advantage of existing exemptions from 
Clean Water Act dredge and fill permits. Withdrawal of the interpretive rule does not impact the 
agencies' work to finalize their rulemaking to define the scope of the Clean Water Act. 

America thrives on clean water. Clean water is vital for the success of the nation's businesses, 
agriculture, energy development, and the health of our communities. We are eager to define the scope of 
the Clean Water Act so that it achieves the goals of protecting clean water and public health, and 
promoting jobs and the economy. 

Thank you again for your letter. We look forward to working with Congress as our Clean Water Act 
rulemaking effort moves forward. Please contact me if you have additional questions on this issue, or 
your staff may contact Denis Borum in the EPA's Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental 
Relations at borum.denisepa.gov or (202) 564-4836. 

Kenneth J. Kopocis 
Deputy Assistant Administrator
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The Honorable Jeff Duncan 
House of Representatives 
Washington, D.C. 20515 

Dear Congressman Duncan: 

Thank you for your May 8, 2014, letter to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency regarding the U.S. 
Department of the Army's and the EPA's proposed rulemaking to define the scope of the Clean Water 
Act consistent with science and the decisions of the Supreme Court. The agencies' rulemaking process is 
among the most important actions we have underway to ensure reliable sources of clean water on which 
Americans depend for public health, a growing economy. jobs, and a healthy environment. 

It is important to emphasize that the proposed rule would reduce the scope of waters protected under the 
Clean Water Act compared to waters covered during the 1970s, 80s, and 90s to conform to decisions of 
the Supreme Court. The rule would limit Clean Water Act jurisdiction only to those types of waters that 
have a significant effect on downstream traditional navigable waters - not just any hydrologic 
connection. It would improve efficiency, clarity, and predictability for all landowners, including the 
nation's farmers, as well as permit applicants, while maintaining all current exemptions and protecting 
public health, water quality, and the environment. It uses the law and sound, peer-reviewed science as its 
cornerstones. 

The agencies understand the importance of working effectively with the public as the rulemaking 
process moves forward. In order to afford the public greater opportunity to benefit from the EPA 
Science Advisory Boards reports on the proposed jurisdictional rule and on the EPA's draft scientific 
report, "Connectivity of Streams and Wetlands to Downstream Waters: A Review and Synthesis of the 
Scientific Evidence," and to respond to requests from the public for additional time to provide comments 
on the proposed rule, the agencies extended the public comment period on the proposed rule to 
November 14, 2014. 

During the public comment period, the agencies met with stakeholders across the country to facilitate 
their input on the proposed rule. The agencies talked with a broad range of interested groups including 
farmers, businesses, states and local governments, water users, energy companies, coal and mineral 
mining groups, and conservation interests. The EPA conducted a second small business roundtable to 
facilitate input from the small business community, which featured more than 20 participants that 
included small government jurisdictions as well as construction and development, agricultural, and 
mining interests. The agencies also engaged in extensive outreach to our state partners - including 
Western states since the proposed rule was published. We agree that states play a crucial role in 
implementing the Clean Water Act, and that is why we were in close communication with stakeholders 
such as the Western Governors' Association, Western States Water Council, Association of Clean Water 
Administrators, and Environmental Council of the States. We appreciated the dialogue with Western 
states during the public comment period, which enabled us to share information about the proposed rule 
and to ensure that the critical interests of states are reflected in our rulemaking process. 
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Since releasing the proposal in March, the EPA and the Corps conducted unprecedented outreach to a 
wide range of stakeholders, holding nearly 400 meetings all across the country to offer information, 
listen to concerns, and answer questions. The agencies completed a review by the Science Advisory 
Board on the scientific basis of the proposed rule and will ensure the final rule effectively reflects its 
technical recommendations. These actions represent the agencies' commitment to provide a transparent 
and effective opportunity for all interested Americans to participate in the rulemaking process. 

Finally, your letter also raises questions regarding the agencies' interpretive rule regarding the 
applicability of Clean Water Act Section 404(f)(1)(A). On December 16, 2014, President Obama signed 
H.R. 83, the Consolidated and Further Continuing Appropriations Act, 2015, which instructs the EPA 
and the Department of the Army to withdraw the agencies' interpretive rule. The EPA and the Army will 
follow the statutory directive and withdraw the interpretive rule, a rule intended to encourage 
conservation and provide farmers with a simpler way to take advantage of existing exemptions from 
Clean Water Act dredge and fill permits. Withdrawal of the interpretive rule does not impact the 
agencies' work to finalize their rulemaking to define the scope of the Clean Water Act. 

America thrives on clean water. Clean water is vital for the success of the nation's businesses, 
agriculture, energy development, and the health of our communities. We are eager to define the scope of 
the Clean Water Act so that it achieves the goals of protecting clean water and public health, and 
promoting jobs and the economy. 

Thank you again for your letter. We look forward to working with Congress as our Clean Water Act 
rulemaking effort moves forward. Please contact me if you have additional questions on this issue, or 
your staff may contact Denis Borum in the EPA's Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental 
Relations at borum.denisepa.gov  or (202) 564-4836. 

/(/__i /4L 
Kenneth J. Kopocis 
Deputy Assistant Administrator
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The Honorable Chris Stewart 
House of Representatives 
Washington, D.C. 2051 5 

Dear Congressman Stewart: 

Thank you for your May 8, 2014. letter to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency regarding the U.S. 
Department of the Army's and the EPA's proposed rulemaking to define the scope of the Clean Water 
Act consistent with science and the decisions of the Supreme Court. The agencies' rulemaking process is 
among the most important actions we have underway to ensure reliable sources of clean water on which 
Americans depend for public health, a growing economy, jobs, and a healthy environment. 

It is important to emphasize that the proposed rule would reduce the scope of waters protected under the 
Clean Water Act compared to waters covered during the 1970s, 80s, and 90s to conform to decisions of 
the Supreme Court. The rule would limit Clean Water Act jurisdiction only to those types of waters that 
have a significant effect on downstream traditional navigable waters - not just any hydrologic 
connection. It would improve efficiency. clarity, and predictability for all landowners, including the 
nation's farmers, as well as permit applicants, while maintaining all current exemptions and protecting 
public health, water quality, and the environment. It uses the law and sound, peer-reviewed science as its 
cornerstones. 

The agencies understand the importance of working effectively with the public as the rulemaking 
process moves forward. In order to afford the public greater opportunity to benefit from the EPA 
Science Advisory Board's reports on the proposed jurisdictional rule and on the EPA's draft scientific 
report, "Connectivity of Streams and Wetlands to Downstream Waters: A Review and Synthesis of the 
Scientific Evidence," and to respond to requests from the public for additional time to provide comments 
on the proposed rule, the agencies extended the public comment period on the proposed rule to 
November 14, 2014. 

During the public comment period, the agencies met with stakeholders across the country to facilitate 
their input on the proposed rule. The agencies talked with a broad range of interested groups including 
farmers, businesses, states and local governments, water users, energy companies, coal and mineral 
mining groups, and conservation interests. The EPA conducted a second small business roundtable to 
facilitate input from the small business community, which featured more than 20 participants that 
included small government jurisdictions as well as construction and development, agricultural, and 
mining interests. The agencies also engaged in extensive outreach to our state partners - including 
Western states - since the proposed rule was published. We agree that states play a crucial role in 
implementing the Clean Water Act, and that is why we were in close communication with stakeholders 
such as the Western Governors' Association. Western States Water Council. Association of Clean Water 
Administrators, and Environmental Council of the States. We appreciated the dialogue with Western 
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states during the public comment period, which enabled us to share information about the proposed rule 
and to ensure that the critical interests of states are reflected in our rulemaking process. 

Since releasing the proposal in March, the EPA and the Corps conducted unprecedented outreach to a 
wide range of stakeholders, holding nearly 400 meetings all across the country to offer information, 
listen to concerns, and answer questions. The agencies completed a review by the Science Advisory 
Board on the scientific basis of the proposed rule and will ensure the final rule effectively reflects its 
technical recommendations. These actions represent the agencies' commitment to provide a transparent 
and effective opportunity for all interested Americans to participate in the rulemaking process. 

Finally, your letter also raises questions regarding the agencies' interpretive rule regarding the 
applicability of Clean Water Act Section 404(f)(1)(A). On December 16, 2014, President Obama signed 
H.R. 83, the Consolidated and Further Continuing Appropriations Act, 2015, which instructs the EPA 
and the Department of the Army to withdraw the agencies' interpretive rule. The EPA and the Army will 
follow the statutory directive and withdraw the interpretive rule, a rule intended to encourage 
conservation and provide farmers with a simpler way to take advantage of existing exemptions from 
Clean Water Act dredge and fill permits. Withdrawal of the interpretive rule does not impact the 
agencies' work to finalize their rulemaking to define the scope of the Clean Water Act. 

America thrives on clean water. Clean water is vital for the success of the nation's businesses, 
agriculture, energy development, and the health of our communities. We are eager to define the scope of 
the Clean Water Act so that it achieves the goals of protecting clean water and public health, and 
promoting jobs and the economy. 

Thank you again for your letter. We look forward to working with Congress as our Clean Water Act 
rulemaking effort moves forward. Please contact me if you have additional questions on this issue, or 
your staff may contact Denis Borum in the EPA's Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental 
Relations at borum.denisepa.gov or (202) 564-4836. 

Kenneth J. Kopocis 
Deputy Assistant Administrator
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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20460 

The Honorable Paul Gosar 
House of Representatives 
Washington, D.C. 20515 

Dear Congressman Gosar: 

Thank you for your May 8, 2014, letter to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency regarding the U.S. 
Department of the Army's and the EPA's proposed rulemaking to define the scope of the Clean Water 
Act consistent with science and the decisions of the Supreme Court. The agencies' rulemaking process is 
among the most important actions we have underway to ensure reliable sources of clean water on which 
Americans depend for public health, a growing economy, jobs, and a healthy environment. 

It is important to emphasize that the proposed rule would reduce the scope of waters protected under the 
Clean Water Act compared to waters covered during the 1970s, 80s, and 90s to conform to decisions of 
the Supreme Court. The rule would limit Clean Water Act jurisdiction only to those types of waters that 
have a significant effect on downstream traditional navigable waters - not just any hydrologic 
connection. It would improve efficiency, clarity, and predictability for all landowners, including the 
nation's farmers, as well as permit applicants, while maintaining all current exemptions and protecting 
public health, water quality, and the environment. It uses the law and sound, peer-reviewed science as its 
cornerstones. 

The agencies understand the importance of working effectively with the public as the rulemaking 
process moves forward. In order to afford the public greater opportunity to benefit from the EPA 
Science Advisory Board's reports on the proposed jurisdictional rule and on the EPA's draft scientific 
report, "Connectivity of Streams and Wetlands to Downstream Waters: A Review and Synthesis of the 
Scientific Evidence," and to respond to requests from the public for additional time to provide comments 
on the proposed rule, the agencies extended the public comment period on the proposed rule to 
November 14, 2014. 

During the public comment period, the agencies met with stakeholders across the country to facilitate 
their input on the proposed rule. The agencies talked with a broad range of interested groups including 
farmers, businesses, states and local governments, water users, energy companies, coal and mineral 
mining groups, and conservation interests. The EPA conducted a second small business roundtable to 
facilitate input from the small business community, which featured more than 20 participants that 
included small government jurisdictions as well as construction and development, agricultural, and 
mining interests. The agencies also engaged in extensive outreach to our state partners - including 
Western states - since the proposed rule was published. We agree that states play a crucial role in 
implementing the Clean Water Act, and that is why we were in close communication with stakeholders 
such as the Western Governors' Association, Western States Water Council, Association of Clean Water 
Administrators, and Environmental Council of the States. We appreciated the dialogue with Western 
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states during the public comment period, which enabled us to share information about the proposed rule 
and to ensure that the critical interests of states are reflected in our rulemaking process. 

Since releasing the proposal in March. the EPA and the Corps conducted unprecedented outreach to a 
wide range of stakeholders, holding nearly 400 meetings all across the country to offer information, 
listen to concerns, and answer questions. The agencies completed a review by the Science Advisory 
Board on the scientific basis of the proposed rule and will ensure the final rule effectively reflects its 
technical recommendations. These actions represent the agencies' commitment to provide a transparent 
and effective opportunity for all interested Americans to participate in the rulemaking process. 

Finally, your letter also raises questions regarding the agencies' interpretive rule regarding the 
applicability of Clean Water Act Section 404(f)(l)(A). On December 16, 2014, President Obama signed 
H.R. 83, the Consolidated and Further Continuing Appropriations Act, 2015, which instructs the EPA 
and the Department of the Army to withdraw the agencies' interpretive rule. The EPA and the Army will 
follow the statutory directive and withdraw the interpretive rule, a rule intended to encourage 
conservation and provide farmers with a simpler way to take advantage of existing exemptions from 
Clean Water Act dredge and fill permits. Withdrawal of the interpretive rule does not impact the 
agencies' work to finalize their rulemaking to define the scope of the Clean Water Act. 

America thrives on clean water. Clean water is vital for the success of the nation's businesses, 
agriculture, energy development, and the health of our communities. We are eager to define the scope of 
the Clean Water Act so that it achieves the goals of protecting clean water and public health, and 
promoting jobs and the economy. 

Thank you again for your letter. We look forward to working with Congress as our Clean Water Act 
rulemaking effort moves forward. Please contact me if you have additional questions on this issue, or 
your staff may contact Denis Borum in the EPA's Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental 
Relations at borum.denisepa.gov or (202) 564-4836. 

Kenneth J. Kopocis 
Deputy Assistant Administrator



UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20460 

The Honorable Tom McClintock 
House of Representatives 
Washington, D.C. 20515 

Dear Congressman McClintock: 

Thank you for your May 8. 2014, letter to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency regarding the U.S. 
Department of the Army's and the EPA's proposed rulemaking to define the scope of the Clean Water 
Act consistent with science and the decisions of the Supreme Court. The agencies' rulemaking process is 
among the most important actions we have underway to ensure reliable sources of clean water on which 
Americans depend for public health, a growing economy, jobs, and a healthy environment. 

It is important to emphasize that the proposed rule would reduce the scope of waters protected under the 
Clean Water Act compared to waters covered during the 1 970s, 80s, and 90s to conform to decisions of 
the Supreme Court. The rule would limit Clean Water Act jurisdiction only to those types of waters that 
have a significant effect on downstream traditional navigable waters - not just any hydrologic 
connection. It would improve efficiency, clarity, and predictability for all landowners, including the 
nation's farmers, as well as permit applicants. while maintaining all current exemptions and protecting 
public health, water quality, and the environment. It uses the law and sound. peer-reviewed science as its 
cornerstones. 

The agencies understand the importance of working effectively with the public as the rulemaking 
process moves forward. In order to afford the public greater opportunity to benefit from the EPA 
Science Advisory Board's reports on the proposed jurisdictional rule and on the EPA's draft scientific 
report, "Connectivity of Streams and Wetlands to Downstream Waters: A Review and Synthesis of the 
Scientific Evidence," and to respond to requests from the public for additional time to provide comments 
on the proposed rule, the agencies extended the public comment period on the proposed rule to 
November 14, 2014. 

During the public comment period, the agencies met with stakeholders across the country to facilitate 
their input on the proposed rule. The agencies talked with a broad range of interested groups including 
farmers, businesses, states and local governments, water users, energy companies, coal and mineral 
mining groups, and conservation interests. The EPA conducted a second small business roundtable to 
facilitate input from the small business community, which featured more than 20 participants that 
included small government jurisdictions as well as construction and development, agricultural, and 
mining interests. The agencies also engaged in extensive outreach to our state partners - including 
Western states - since the proposed rule was published. We agree that states play a crucial role in 
implementing the Clean Water Act, and that is why we were in close communication with stakeholders 
such as the Western Governors' Association, Western States Water Council, Association of Clean Water 
Administrators, and Environmental Council of the States. We appreciated the dialogue with Western 
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states during the public comment period, which enabled us to share information about the proposed rule 
and to ensure that the critical interests of states are reflected in our rulemaking process. 

Since releasing the proposal in March, the EPA and the Corps conducted unprecedented outreach to a 
wide range of stakeholders, holding nearly 400 meetings all across the country to offer information, 
listen to concerns, and answer questions. The agencies completed a review by the Science Advisory 
Board on the scientific basis of the proposed rule and will ensure the final rule effectively reflects its 
technical recommendations. These actions represent the agencies' commitment to provide a transparent 
and effective opportunity for all interested Americans to participate in the rulemaking process. 

Finally, your letter also raises questions regarding the agencies' interpretive rule regarding the 
applicability of Clean Water Act Section 404(f)(l)(A). On December 16, 2014, President Obama signed 
H.R. 83, the Consolidated and Further Continuing Appropriations Act, 2015, which instructs the EPA 
and the Department of the Army to withdraw the agencies' interpretive rule. The EPA and the Army will 
follow the statutory directive and withdraw the interpretive rule, a rule intended to encourage 
conservation and provide farmers with a simpler way to take advantage of existing exemptions from 
Clean Water Act dredge and fill permits. Withdrawal of the interpretive rule does not impact the 
agencies' work to finalize their rulemaking to define the scope of the Clean Water Act. 

America thrives on clean water. Clean water is vital for the success of the nation's businesses, 
agriculture, energy development, and the health of our communities. We are eager to define the scope of 
the Clean Water Act so that it achieves the goals of protecting clean water and public health, and 
promoting jobs and the economy. 

Thank you again for your letter. We look forward to working with Congress as our Clean Water Act 
rulemaking effort moves forward. Please contact me if you have additional questions on this issue, or 
your staff may contact Denis Borum in the EPA's Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental 
Relations at borum.denisepa.gov or (202) 564-4836. 

Sincerely, 

/< 74. /'i 
Kenneth J. Kopocis 
Deputy Assistant Administrator
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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20460 

The Honorable Kevin Cramer 
House of Representatives 
Washington, D.C. 20515 

Dear Congressman Cramer: 

Thank you for your May 8, 2014. letter to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency regarding the U.S. 
Department of the Army's and the EPA's proposed rulemaking to define the scope of the Clean Water 
Act consistent with science and the decisions of the Supreme Court. The agencies' rulemaking process is 
among the most important actions we have underway to ensure reliable sources of clean water on which 
Americans depend for public health, a growing economy, jobs, and a healthy environment. 

It is important to emphasize that the proposed rule would reduce the scope of waters protected under the 
Clean Water Act compared to waters covered during the I 970s, 80s, and 90s to conform to decisions of 
the Supreme Court. The rule would limit Clean Water Act jurisdiction only to those types of waters that 
have a significant effect on downstream traditional navigable waters - not just any hydrologic 
connection. It would improve efficiency, clarity, and predictability for all landowners, including the 
nation's farmers, as well as permit applicants, while maintaining all current exemptions and protecting 
public health, water quality, and the environment. It uses the law and sound, peer-reviewed science as its 
cornerstones. 

The agencies understand the importance of working effectively with the public as the rulemaking 
process moves forward. In order to afford the public greater opportunity to benefit from the EPA 
Science Advisory Board's reports on the proposed jurisdictional rule and on the EPA's draft scientific 
report, "Connectivity of Streams and Wetlands to Downstream Waters: A Review and Synthesis of the 
Scientific Evidence," and to respond to requests from the public for additional time to provide comments 
on the proposed rule, the agencies extended the public comment period on the proposed rule to 
November 14, 2014. 

During the public comment period, the agencies met with stakeholders across the country to facilitate 
their input on the proposed rule. The agencies talked with a broad range of interested groups including 
farmers, businesses, states and local governments, water users, energy companies, coal and mineral 
mining groups, and conservation interests. The EPA conducted a second small business roundtable to 
facilitate input from the small business community, which featured more than 20 participants that 
included small government jurisdictions as well as construction and development, agricultural, and 
mining interests. The agencies also engaged in extensive outreach to our state partners - including 
Western states - since the proposed rule was published. We agree that states play a crucial role in 
implementing the Clean Water Act, and that is why we were in close communication with stakeholders 
such as the Western Governors' Association. Western States Water Council, Association of Clean Water 
Administrators, and Environmental Council of the States. We appreciated the dialogue with Western 
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states during the public comment period, which enabled us to share information about the proposed rule 
and to ensure that the critical interests of states are reflected in our rulemaking process. 

Since releasing the proposal in March, the EPA and the Corps conducted unprecedented outreach to a 
wide range of stakeholders, holding nearly 400 meetings all across the country to offer information, 
listen to concerns, and answer questions. The agencies completed a review by the Science Advisory 
Board on the scientific basis of the proposed rule and will ensure the final rule effectively reflects its 
technical recommendations. These actions represent the agencies' commitment to provide a transparent 
and effective opportunity for all interested Americans to participate in the rulemaking process. 

Finally, your letter also raises questions regarding the agencies interpretive rule regarding the 
applicability of Clean Water Act Section 404(f)(1)(A). On December 16, 2014, President Obama signed 
H.R. 83, the Consolidated and Further Continuing Appropriations Act, 2015, which instructs the EPA 
and the Department of the Army to withdraw the agencies' interpretive rule. The EPA and the Army will 
follow the statutory directive and withdraw the interpretive rule, a rule intended to encourage 
conservation and provide farmers with a simpler way to take advantage of existing exemptions from 
Clean Water Act dredge and fill permits. Withdrawal of the interpretive rule does not impact the 
agencies' work to finalize their rulemaking to define the scope of the Clean Water Act. 

America thrives on clean water. Clean water is vital for the success of the nation's businesses, 
agriculture, energy development, and the health of our communities. We are eager to define the scope of 
the Clean Water Act so that it achieves the goals of protecting clean water and public health, and 
promoting jobs and the economy. 

Thank you again for your letter. We look forward to working with Congress as our Clean Water Act 
rulemaking effort moves forward. Please contact me if you have additional questions on this issue, or 
your staff may contact Denis Borum in the EPA's Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental 
Relations at borum.denis@epa.gov  or (202) 564-4836. 

Sincerely, 

/<t/f. /<' 

Kenneth J. Kopocis 
Deputy Assistant Administrator
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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20460 

The Honorable Devin Nunes 
House of Representatives 
Washington, D.C. 20515 

Dear Congressman Nunes: 

Thank you for your May 8, 2014. letter to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency regarding the U.S. 
Department of the Army's and the EPA's proposed rulemaking to define the scope of the Clean Water 
Act consistent with science and the decisions of the Supreme Court. The agencies' rulemaking process is 
among the most important actions we have underway to ensure reliable sources of clean water on which 
Americans depend for public health, a growing economy, jobs, and a healthy environment. 

It is important to emphasize that the proposed rule would reduce the scope of waters protected under the 
Clean Water Act compared to waters covered during the l970s, 80s, and 90s to conform to decisions of 
the Supreme Court. The rule would limit Clean Water Act jurisdiction only to those types of waters that 
have a significant effect on downstream traditional navigable waters - not just any hydrologic 
connection. It would improve efficiency, clarity, and predictability for all landowners, including the 
nation's farmers, as well as permit applicants, while maintaining all current exemptions and protecting 
public health, water quality, and the environment. It uses the law and sound, peer-reviewed science as its 
cornerstones. 

The agencies understand the importance of working effectively with the public as the rulemaking 
process moves forward. In order to afford the public greater opportunity to benefit from the EPA 
Science Advisory Board's reports on the proposed jurisdictional rule and on the EPA's draft scientific 
report, "Connectivity of Streams and Wetlands to Downstream Waters: A Review and Synthesis of the 
Scientific Evidence." and to respond to requests from the public for additional time to provide comments 
on the proposed rule, the agencies extended the public comment period on the proposed rule to 
November 14. 2014. 

During the public comment period, the agencies met with stakeholders across the country to facilitate 
their input on the proposed rule. The agencies talked with a broad range of interested groups including 
farmers, businesses, states and local governments, water users, energy companies, coal and mineral 
mining groups, and conservation interests. [he EPA conducted a second small business roundtable to 
facilitate input from the small business community, which featured more than 20 participants that 
included small government jurisdictions as well as construction and development, agricultural, and 
mining interests. The agencies also engaged in extensive outreach to our state partners including 
Western states - since the proposed rule was published. We agree that states play a crucial role in 
implementing the Clean Water Act, and that is why we were in close communication with stakeholders 
such as the Western Governors' Association. Western States Water Council, Association of Clean Water 
Administrators, and Environmental Council of the States. We appreciated the dialogue with Western 
states during the public comment period, which enabled us to share information about the proposed rule 
and to ensure that the critical interests of states are reflected in our rulemaking process. 
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Since releasing the proposal in March, the EPA and the Corps conducted unprecedented outreach to a 
wide range of stakeholders, holding nearly 400 meetings all across the country to offer information, 
listen to concerns, and answer questions. The agencies completed a review by the Science Advisory 
Board on the scientific basis of the proposed rule and will ensure the final rule effectively reflects its 
technical recommendations. These actions represent the agencies' commitment to provide a transparent 
and effective opportunity for all interested Americans to participate in the rulemaking process. 

Finally, your letter also raises questions regarding the agencies' interpretive rule regarding the 
applicability of Clean Water Act Section 404(f)(1)(A). On December 16, 2014, President Obama signed 
H.R. 83, the Consolidated and Further Continuing Appropriations Act, 2015, which instructs the EPA 
and the Department of the Army to withdraw the agencies' interpretive rule. The EPA and the Army will 
follow the statutory directive and withdraw the interpretive rule, a rule intended to encourage 
conservation and provide farmers with a simpler way to take advantage of existing exemptions from 
Clean Water Act dredge and fill permits. Withdrawal of the interpretive rule does not impact the 
agencies' work to finalize their rulemaking to define the scope of the Clean Water Act. 

America thrives on clean water. Clean water is vital for the success of the nation's businesses, 
agriculture, energy development, and the health of our communities. We are eager to define the scope of 
the Clean Water Act so that it achieves the goals of protecting clean water and public health, and 
promoting jobs and the economy. 

Thank you again for your letter. We look forward to working with Congress as our Clean Water Act 
rulemaking effort moves forward. Please contact me if you have additional questions on this issue, or 
your staff may contact Denis Borum in the EPA's Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental 
Relations at borum.denisepa.gov or (202) 564-4836. 

Kenneth J. Kopocis 
Deputy Assistant Administrator
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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 
WASHINGTON, D.0 20460 

The Honorable David Schweikert 
House of Representatives 
Washington, D.C. 20515 

Dear Congressman Schweikert: 

Thank you for your May 8, 2014, letter to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency regarding the U.S. 
Department of the Army's and the EPA's proposed rulemaking to define the scope of the Clean Water 
Act consistent with science and the decisions of the Supreme Court. The agencies' rulemaking process is 
among the most important actions we have underway to ensure reliable sources of clean water on which 
Americans depend for public health, a growing economy, jobs, and a healthy environment. 

It is important to emphasize that the proposed rule would reduce the scope of waters protected under the 
Clean Water Act compared to waters covered during the I 970s, 80s, and 90s to conform to decisions of 
the Supreme Court. The rule would limit Clean Water Act jurisdiction only to those types of waters that 
have a significant effect on downstream traditional navigable waters - not just any hydrologic 
connection. It would improve efficiency, clarity, and predictability for all landowners, including the 
nation's farmers, as well as permit applicants, while maintaining all current exemptions and protecting 
public health, water quality, and the environment. It uses the law and sound, peer-reviewed science as its 
cornerstones. 

The agencies understand the importance of working effectively with the public as the rulemaking 
process moves forward. In order to afford the public greater opportunity to benefit from the EPA 
Science Advisory Board's reports on the proposed jurisdictional rule and on the EPA's draft scientific 
report, "Connectivity of Streams and Wetlands to Downstream Waters: A Review and Synthesis of the 
Scientific Evidence," and to respond to requests from the public for additional time to provide comments 
on the proposed rule, the agencies extended the public comment period on the proposed rule to 
November 14, 2014. 

During the public comment period, the agencies met with stakeholders across the country to facilitate 
their input on the proposed rule. The agencies talked with a broad range of interested groups including 
farmers, businesses, states and local governments, water users, energy companies, coal and mineral 
mining groups, and conservation interests. The EPA conducted a second small business roundtable to 
facilitate input from the small business community, which featured more than 20 participants that 
included small government jurisdictions as well as construction and development, agricultural, and 
mining interests. The agencies also engaged in extensive outreach to our state partners - including 
Western states - since the proposed rule was published. We agree that states play a crucial role in 
implementing the Clean Water Act, and that is why we were in close communication with stakeholders 
such as the Western Governors' Association. Western States Water Council, Association of Clean Water 
Administrators, and Environmental Council of the States. We appreciated the dialogue with Western 

Internet Address (URL) . http://wwepagov 
Recycled/Recyclable . Printed with Vegetable Oil Based Inks on 100% Postconsumer, Process Chlorine Free Recycled Paper



states during the public comment period, which enabled us to share information about the proposed rule 
and to ensure that the critical interests of states are reflected in our rulemaking process. 

Since releasing the proposal in March, the EPA and the Corps conducted unprecedented outreach to a 
wide range of stakeholders, holding nearly 400 meetings all across the country to offer information, 
listen to concerns, and answer questions. The agencies completed a review by the Science Advisory 
Board on the scientific basis of the proposed rule and will ensure the final rule effectively reflects its 
technical recommendations. These actions represent the agencies' commitment to provide a transparent 
and effective opportunity for all interested Americans to participate in the rulemaking process. 

America thrives on clean water. Clean water is vital for the success of the nation's businesses, 
agriculture, energy development, and the health of our communities. We are eager to define the scope of 
the Clean Water Act so that it achieves the goals of protecting clean water and public health, and 
promoting jobs and the economy. 

Thank you again for your letter. We look forward to working with Congress as our Clean Water Act 
rulemaking effort moves forward. Please contact me if you have additional questions on this issue, or 
your staff may contact Denis Borum in the EPA's Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental 
Relations at borum.denis@epa.gov  or (202) 564-4836. 

Kenneth J. Kopocis 
Deputy Assistant Administrator
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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20460 

The Honorable Randy Neugebauer 
House of Representatives 
Washington, D.C. 20515 

Dear Congressman Neugebauer: 

Thank you for your May 8, 2014, letter to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency regarding the U.S. 
Department of the Army's and the EPA's proposed rulemaking to define the scope of the Clean Water 
Act consistent with science and the decisions of the Supreme Court. The agencies' rulemaking process is 
among the most important actions we have underway to ensure reliable sources of clean water on which 
Americans depend for public health, a growing economy, jobs, and a healthy environment. 

It is important to emphasize that the proposed rule would reduce the scope of waters protected under the 
Clean Water Act compared to waters covered during the 1970s, SOs. and 90s to conform to decisions of 
the Supreme Court. The rule would limit Clean Water Act jurisdiction only to those types of waters that 
have a significant effect on downstream traditional navigable waters - not just any hydrologic 
connection. It would improve efficiency, clarity, and predictability for all landowners, including the 
nation's farmers, as well as permit applicants, while maintaining all current exemptions and protecting 
public health, water quality, and the environment. It uses the law and sound. peer-reviewed science as its 
cornerstones. 

The agencies understand the importance of working effectively with the public as the rulemaking 
process moves forward. In order to afford the public greater opportunity to benefit from the EPA 
Science Advisory Board's reports on the proposed jurisdictional rule and on the EPA's draft scientific 
report, "Connectivity of Streams and Wetlands to Downstream Waters: A Review and Synthesis of the 
Scientific Evidence." and to respond to requests from the public for additional time to provide comments 
on the proposed rule, the agencies extended the public comment period on the proposed rule to 
November 14, 2014. 

During the public comment period, the agencies met with stakeholders across the country to facilitate 
their input on the proposed rule. The agencies talked with a broad range of interested groups including 
farmers, businesses, states and local governments, water users, energy companies, coal and mineral 
mining groups, and conservation interests. The EPA conducted a second small business roundtable to 
facilitate input from the small business community, which featured more than 20 participants that 
included small government jurisdictions as well as construction and development, agricultural, and 
mining interests. The agencies also engaged in extensive outreach to our state partners - including 
Western states - since the proposed rule was published. We agree that states play a crucial role in 
implementing the Clean Water Act. and that is why we were in close communication with stakeholders 
such as the Western Governors' Association, Western States Water Council, Association of Clean Water 
Administrators, and Environmental Council of the States. We appreciated the dialogue with Western 
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states during the public comment period, which enabled us to share information about the proposed rule 
and to ensure that the critical interests of states are reflected in our rulemaking process. 

Since releasing the proposal in March, the EPA and the Corps conducted unprecedented outreach to a 
wide range of stakeholders, holding nearly 400 meetings all across the country to offer information, 
listen to concerns, and answer questions. The agencies completed a review by the Science Advisory 
Board on the scientific basis of the proposed rule and will ensure the final rule effectively reflects its 
technical recommendations. These actions represent the agencies' commitment to provide a transparent 
and effective opportunity for all interested Americans to participate in the rulemaking process. 

America thrives on clean water. Clean water is vital for the success of the nation's businesses, 
agriculture, energy development, and the health of our communities. We are eager to define the scope of 
the Clean Water Act so that it achieves the goals of protecting clean water and public health, and 
promoting jobs and the economy. 

Thank you again for your letter. We look forward to working with Congress as our Clean Water Act 
rulemaking effort moves forward. Please contact me if you have additional questions on this issue, or 
your staff may contact Denis Borum in the EPA's Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental 
Relations at borum.denisepa.gov or (202) 564-4836. 

Sincerely, 

Kenneth J. Kopocis 
Deputy Assistant Administrator



UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
WASHINGTON, DC. 20460 

The Honorable Raul Labrador 
House of Representatives 
Washington, D.C. 20515 

Dear Congressman Labrador: 

Thank you for your May 8, 2014, letter to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency regarding the U.S. 
Department of the Army's and the EPA's proposed rulemaking to define the scope of the Clean Water 
Act consistent with science and the decisions of the Supreme Court. The agencies' rulemaking process is 
among the most important actions we have underway to ensure reliable sources of clean water on which 
Americans depend for public health, a growing economy, jobs, and a healthy environment. 

It is important to emphasize that the proposed rule would reduce the scope of waters protected under the 
Clean Water Act compared to waters covered during the 1970s, 80s, and 90s to conform to decisions of 
the Supreme Court. The rule would limit Clean Water Act jurisdiction only to those types of waters that 
have a significant effect on downstream traditional navigable waters - not just any hydrologic 
connection. It would improve efficiency, clarity, and predictability for all landowners, including the 
nation's farmers, as well as permit applicants, while maintaining all current exemptions and protecting 
public health, water quality, and the environment. It uses the law and sound, peer-reviewed science as its 
cornerstones. 

The agencies understand the importance of working effectively with the public as the rulemaking 
process moves forward. In order to afford the public greater opportunity to benefit from the EPA 
Science Advisory Board's reports on the proposed jurisdictional rule and on the EPA's draft scientific 
report, "Connectivity of Streams and Wetlands to Downstream Waters: A Review and Synthesis of the 
Scientific Evidence," and to respond to requests from the public for additional time to provide comments 
on the proposed rule, the agencies extended the public comment period on the proposed rule to 
November 14, 2014. 

During the public comment period, the agencies met with stakeholders across the country to facilitate 
their input on the proposed rule. The agencies talked with a broad range of interested groups including 
farmers, businesses, states and local governments, water users, energy companies, coal and mineral 
mining groups, and conservation interests. The EPA conducted a second small business roundtable to 
facilitate input from the small business community. which featured more than 20 participants that 
included small government jurisdictions as well as construction and development, agricultural, and 
mining interests. The agencies also engaged in extensive outreach to our state partners - including 
Western states - since the proposed rule was published. We agree that states play a crucial role in 
implementing the Clean Water Act, and that is why we were in close communication with stakeholders 
such as the Western Governors' Association, Western States Water Council, Association of Clean Water 
Administrators, and Environmental Council of the States. We appreciated the dialogue with Western 
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states during the public comment period, which enabled us to share information about the proposed rule 
and to ensure that the critical interests of states are reflected in our rulemaking process. 

Since releasing the proposal in March, the EPA and the Corps conducted unprecedented outreach to a 
wide range of stakeholders, holding nearly 400 meetings all across the country to offer information, 
listen to concerns, and answer questions. The agencies completed a review by the Science Advisory 
Board on the scientific basis of the proposed rule and will ensure the final rule effectively reflects its 
technical recommendations. These actions represent the agencies' commitment to provide a transparent 
and effective opportunity for all interested Americans to participate in the rulemaking process. 

Finally, your letter also raises questions regarding the agencies' interpretive rule regarding the 
applicability of Clean Water Act Section 404(f)(l)(A). On December 16, 2014, President Obama signed 
H.R. 83, the Consolidated and Further Continuing Appropriations Act, 2015, which instructs the EPA 
and the Department of the Army to withdraw the agencies' interpretive rule. The EPA and the Army will 
follow the statutory directive and withdraw the interpretive rule, a rule intended to encourage 
conservation and provide farmers with a simpler way to take advantage of existing exemptions from 
Clean Water Act dredge and fill permits. Withdrawal of the interpretive rule does not impact the 
agencies' work to finalize their rulemaking to define the scope of the Clean Water Act. 

America thrives on clean water. Clean water is vital for the success of the nation's businesses, 
agriculture, energy development, and the health of our communities. We are eager to define the scope of 
the Clean Water Act so that it achieves the goals of protecting clean water and public health, and 
promoting jobs and the economy. 

Thank you again for your letter. We look forward to working with Congress as our Clean Water Act 
rulemaking effort moves forward. Please contact me if you have additional questions on this issue, or 
your staff may contact Denis Borum in the EPA's Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental 
Relations at borum.denis@epa.gov  or (202) 564-4836.



UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
WASHINGTON DC. 20460 

The Honorable Kristi L. Noem 
House of Representatives 
Washington, D.C. 20515 

Dear Congresswoman Noem: 

Thank you for your May 8, 2014, letter to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency regarding the U.S. 
Department of the Army's and the EPA's proposed rulemaking to define the scope of the Clean Water 
Act consistent with science and the decisions of the Supreme Court. The agencies' rulemaking process is 
among the most important actions we have underway to ensure reliable sources of clean water on which 
Americans depend for public health, a growing economy, jobs, and a healthy environment. 

It is important to emphasize that the proposed rule would reduce the scope of waters protected under the 
Clean Water Act compared to waters covered during the I 970s, 80s, and 90s to conform to decisions of 
the Supreme Court. The rule would limit Clean Water Act jurisdiction only to those types of waters that 
have a significant effect on downstream traditional navigable waters - not just any hydrologic 
connection. It would improve efficiency, clarity, and predictability for all landowners, including the 
nation's farmers, as well as permit applicants, while maintaining all current exemptions and protecting 
public health, water quality, and the environment. It uses the law and sound, peer-reviewed science as its 
cornerstones. 

The agencies understand the importance of working effectively with the public as the rulemaking 
process moves forward. In order to afford the public greater opportunity to benefit from the EPA 
Science Advisory Board's reports on the proposed jurisdictional rule and on the EPA's draft scientific 
report, "Connectivity of Streams and Wetlands to Downstream Waters: A Review and Synthesis of the 
Scientific Evidence," and to respond to requests from the public for additional time to provide comments 
on the proposed rule, the agencies extended the public comment period on the proposed rule to 
November 14, 2014. 

During the public comment period, the agencies met with stakeholders across the country to facilitate 
their input on the proposed rule. The agencies talked with a broad range of interested groups including 
farmers, businesses, states and local governments, water users, energy companies, coal and mineral 
mining groups, and conservation interests. The EPA conducted a second small business roundtable to 
facilitate input from the small business community, which featured more than 20 participants that 
included small government jurisdictions as well as construction and development, agricultural, and 
mining interests. The agencies also engaged in extensive outreach to our state partners including 
Western states - since the proposed rule was published. We agree that states play a crucial role in 
implementing the Clean Water Act, and that is why we were in close communication with stakeholders 
such as the Western Governors' Association. Western States Water Council. Association of Clean Water 
Administrators, and Environmental Council of the States. We appreciated the dialogue with Western 
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states during the public comment period, which enabled us to share information about the proposed rule 
and to ensure that the critical interests of states are reflected in our rulemaking process. 

Since releasing the proposal in March, the EPA and the Corps conducted unprecedented outreach to a 
wide range of stakeholders, holding nearly 400 meetings all across the country to offer information, 
listen to concerns, and answer questions. The agencies completed a review by the Science Advisory 
Board on the scientific basis of the proposed rule and will ensure the final rule effectively reflects its 
technical recommendations. These actions represent the agencies' commitment to provide a transparent 
and effective opportunity for all interested Americans to participate in the rulemaking process. 

Finally, your letter also raises questions regarding the agencies' interpretive rule regarding the 
applicability of Clean Water Act Section 404(f)(1)(A). On December 16. 2014, President Obama signed 
H.R. 83, the Consolidated and Further Continuing Appropriations Act. 2015. which instructs the EPA 
and the Department of the Army to withdraw the agencies' interpretive rule. The EPA and the Army will 
follow the statutory directive and withdraw the interpretive rule, a rule intended to encourage 
conservation and provide farmers with a simpler way to take advantage of existing exemptions from 
Clean Water Act dredge and fill permits. Withdrawal of the interpretive rule does not impact the 
agencies' work to finalize their rulemaking to define the scope of the Clean Water Act. 

America thrives on clean water. Clean water is vital for the success of the nation's businesses, 
agriculture, energy development, and the health of our communities. We are eager to define the scope of 
the Clean Water Act so that it achieves the goals of protecting clean water and public health, and 
promoting jobs and the economy. 

Thank you again for your letter. We look forward to working with Congress as our Clean Water Act 
rulemaking effort moves forward. Please contact me if you have additional questions on this issue, or 
your staff may contact Denis Borum in the EPA's Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental 
Relations at borum.denisepa.gov or (202) 564-4836. 

Kenneth J. Kopocis 
Deputy Assistant Administrator
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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20460 

The Honorable Doug Lamborn 
House of Representatives 
Washington, D.C. 20515 

Dear Congressman Lam born: 

Thank you for your May 8. 2014. letter to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency regarding the U.S. 
Department of the Army's and the EPA's proposed rulemaking to define the scope of the Clean Water 
Act consistent with science and the decisions of the Supreme Court. The agencies' rulemaking process is 
among the most important actions we have underway to ensure reliable sources of clean water on which 
Americans depend for public health, a growing economy, jobs, and a healthy environment. 

It is important to emphasize that the proposed rule would reduce the scope of waters protected under the 
Clean Water Act compared to waters covered during the 1970s, 80s. and 90s to conform to decisions of 
the Supreme Court. The rule would limit Clean Water Act jurisdiction only to those types of waters that 
have a significant effect on downstream traditional navigable waters - not just any hydrologic 
connection. It would improve efficiency, clarity, and predictability for all landowners, including the 
nation's farmers, as well as permit applicants, while maintaining all current exemptions and protecting 
public health, water quality, and the environment. It uses the law and sound, peer-reviewed science as its 
cornerstones. 

The agencies understand the importance of working effectively with the public as the rulemaking 
process moves forward. In order to afford the public greater opportunity to benefit from the EPA 
Science Advisory Board's reports on the proposed jurisdictional rule and on the EPA's draft scientific 
report, "Connectivity of Streams and Wetlands to Downstream Waters: A Review and Synthesis of the 
Scientific Evidence," and to respond to requests from the public for additional time to provide comments 
on the proposed rule, the agencies extended the public comment period on the proposed rule to 
November 14, 2014. 

During the public comment period, the agencies met with stakeholders across the country to facilitate 
their input on the proposed rule. The agencies talked with a broad range of interested groups including 
farmers, businesses, states and local governments, water users, energy companies, coal and mineral 
mining groups, and conservation interests. The EPA conducted a second small business roundtable to 
facilitate input from the small business community, which featured more than 20 participants that 
included small government jurisdictions as well as construction and development, agricultural, and 
mining interests. The agencies also engaged in extensive outreach to our state partners - including 
Western states - since the proposed rule was published. We agree that states play a crucial role in 
implementing the Clean Water Act, and that is why we were in close communication with stakeholders 
such as the Western Governors' Association. Western States Water Council, Association of Clean Water 
Administrators, and Environmental Council of the States. We appreciated the dialogue with Western 
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states during the public comment period, which enabled us to share information about the proposed rule 
and to ensure that the critical interests of states are reflected in our rulemaking process. 

Since releasing the proposal in March, the EPA and the Corps conducted unprecedented outreach to a 
wide range of stakeholders, holding nearly 400 meetings all across the country to offer information, 
listen to concerns, and answer questions. The agencies completed a review by the Science Advisory 
Board on the scientific basis of the proposed rule and will ensure the final rule effectively reflects its 
technical recommendations. These actions represent the agencies' commitment to provide a transparent 
and effective opportunity for all interested Americans to participate in the rulemaking process. 

Finally, your letter also raises questions regarding the agencies' interpretive rule regarding the 
applicability of Clean Water Act Section 404(f)(1)(A). On December 16, 2014, President Obama signed 
H.R. 83, the Consolidated and Further Continuing Appropriations Act, 2015, which instructs the EPA 
and the Department of the Army to withdraw the agencies' interpretive rule. The EPA and the Army will 
follow the statutory directive and withdraw the interpretive rule, a rule intended to encourage 
conservation and provide farmers with a simpler way to take advantage of existing exemptions from 
Clean Water Act dredge and fill permits. Withdrawal of the interpretive rule does not impact the 
agencies' work to finalize their rulemaking to define the scope of the Clean Water Act. 

America thrives on clean water. Clean water is vital for the success of the nation's businesses, 
agriculture, energy development, and the health of our communities. We are eager to define the scope of 
the Clean Water Act so that it achieves the goals of protecting clean water and public health, and 
promoting jobs and the economy. 

Thank you again for your letter. We look forward to working with Congress as our Clean Water Act 
rulemaking effort moves forward. Please contact me if you have additional questions on this issue, or 
your staff may contact Denis Borum in the EPA's Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental 
Relations at borum.denisepa.gov or (202) 564-4836. 

Kenneth J. Kopocis 
Deputy Assistant Administrator



uN\TE° STA7s.

^^^^^^
^

^rAL PROTEC

UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
WASHINGTON , DC. 20460 

The Honorable Trent Franks 
House of Representatives 
Washington, D.C. 20515 

Dear Congressman Franks: 

Thank you for your May 8, 2014, letter to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency regarding the U.S. 
Department of the Army's and the EPA's proposed rulemaking to define the scope of the Clean Water 
Act consistent with science and the decisions of the Supreme Court. The agencies' rulemaking process is 
among the most important actions we have underway to ensure reliable sources of clean water on which 
Americans depend for public health, a growing economy, jobs, and a healthy environment. 

It is important to emphasize that the proposed rule would reduce the scope of waters protected under the 
Clean Water Act compared to waters covered during the 1970s, 80s. and 90s to conform to decisions of 
the Supreme Court. The rule would limit Clean Water Act jurisdiction only to those types of waters that 
have a significant effect on downstream traditional navigable waters - not just any hydrologic 
connection. It would improve efficiency, clarity, and predictability for all landowners, including the 
nation's farmers, as well as permit applicants, while maintaining all current exemptions and protecting 
public health, water quality, and the environment. It uses the law and sound, peer-reviewed science as its 
cornerstones. 

The agencies understand the importance of working effectively with the public as the rulemaking 
process moves forward. In order to afford the public greater opportunity to benefit from the EPA 
Science Advisory Board's reports on the proposed jurisdictional rule and on the EPA's draft scientific 
report. "Connectivity of Streams and Wetlands to Downstream Waters: A Review and Synthesis of the 
Scientific Evidence," and to respond to requests from the public for additional time to provide comments 
on the proposed rule, the agencies extended the public comment period on the proposed rule to 
November 14, 2014. 

During the public comment period, the agencies met with stakeholders across the country to facilitate 
their input on the proposed rule. The agencies talked with a broad range of interested groups including 
farmers, businesses, states and local governments, water users, energy companies. coal and mineral 
mining groups, and conservation interests. The EPA conducted a second small business roundtable to 
facilitate input from the small business community, which featured more than 20 participants that 
included small government jurisdictions as well as construction and development, agricultural, and 
mining interests. The agencies also engaged in extensive outreach to our state partners - including 
Western states - since the proposed rule was published. We agree that states play a crucial role in 
implementing the Clean Water Act, and that is why we were in close communication with stakeholders 
such as the Western Governors' Association, Western States Water Council, Association of Clean Water 
Administrators, and Environmental Council of the States. We appreciated the dialogue with Western 
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states during the public comment period, which enabled us to share information about the proposed rule 
and to ensure that the critical interests of states are reflected in our rulemaking process. 

Since releasing the proposal in March, the EPA and the Corps conducted unprecedented outreach to a 
wide range of stakeholders, holding nearly 400 meetings all across the country to offer information, 
listen to concerns, and answer questions. The agencies completed a review by the Science Advisory 
Board on the scientific basis of the proposed rule and will ensure the final rule effectively reflects its 
technical recommendations. These actions represent the agencies' commitment to provide a transparent 
and effective opportunity for all interested Americans to participate in the rulemaking process. 

Finally, your letter also raises questions regarding the agencies' interpretive rule regarding the 
applicability of Clean Water Act Section 404(f)(l)(A). On December 16, 2014, President Obama signed 
H.R. 83, the Consolidated and Further Continuing Appropriations Act, 2015, which instructs the EPA 
and the Department of the Army to withdraw the agencies' interpretive rule. The EPA and the Army will 
follow the statutory directive and withdraw the interpretive rule, a rule intended to encourage 
conservation and provide farmers with a simpler way to take advantage of existing exemptions from 
Clean Water Act dredge and fill permits. Withdrawal of the interpretive rule does not impact the 
agencies' work to finalize their rulemaking to define the scope of the Clean Water Act. 

America thrives on clean water. Clean water is vital for the success of the nation's businesses, 
agriculture, energy development, and the health of our communities. We are eager to define the scope of 
the Clean Water Act so that it achieves the goals of protecting clean water and public health, and 
promoting jobs and the economy. 

Thank you again for your letter. We look forward to working with Congress as our Clean Water Act 
rulemaking effort moves forward. Please contact me if you have additional questions on this issue, or 
your staff may contact Denis Borum in the EPA's Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental 
Relations at borum.denis@epa.gov or (202) 564-4836. 

Kenneth J. Kopocis 
Deputy Assistant Administrator



UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
WASHINGTON , D.0 20460 

The Honorable Mike Coffman 
House of Representatives 
Washington, D.C. 20515 

Dear Congressman Coffman: 

Thank you for your May 8. 2014, letter to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency regarding the U.S. 
Department of the Army's and the EPA's proposed rulemaking to define the scope of the Clean Water 
Act consistent with science and the decisions of the Supreme Court. The agencies' rulemaking process is 
among the most important actions we have underway to ensure reliable sources of clean water on which 
Americans depend for public health, a growing economy, jobs, and a healthy environment. 

It is important to emphasize that the proposed rule would reduce the scope of waters protected under the 
Clean Water Act compared to waters covered during the 1970s, 80s, and 90s to conform to decisions of 
the Supreme Court. The rule would limit Clean Water Act jurisdiction only to those types of waters that 
have a significant effect on downstream traditional navigable waters - not just any hydrologic 
connection. It would improve efficiency, clarity, and predictability for all landowners, including the 
nation's farmers, as well as permit applicants, while maintaining all current exemptions and protecting 
public health, water quality, and the environment. It uses the law and sound. peer-reviewed science as its 
cornerstones. 

The agencies understand the importance of working effectively with the public as the rulemaking 
process moves forward. In order to afford the public greater opportunity to benefit from the EPA 
Science Advisory Board's reports on the proposed jurisdictional rule and on the EPA's draft scientific 
report, "Connectivity of Streams and Wetlands to Downstream Waters: A Review and Synthesis of the 
Scientific Evidence," and to respond to requests from the public for additional time to provide comments 
on the proposed rule, the agencies extended the public comment period on the proposed rule to 
November 14, 2014. 

During the public comment period, the agencies met with stakeholders across the country to facilitate 
their input on the proposed rule. The agencies talked with a broad range of interested groups including 
farmers, businesses, states and local governments, water users, energy companies, coal and mineral 
mining groups, and conservation interests. The EPA conducted a second small business roundtable to 
facilitate input from the small business community, which featured more than 20 participants that 
included small government jurisdictions as well as construction and development, agricultural, and 
mining interests. The agencies also engaged in extensive outreach to our state partners - including 
Western states - since the proposed rule was published. We agree that states play a crucial role in 
implementing the Clean Water Act, and that is why we were in close communication with stakeholders 
such as the Western Governors' Association. Western States Water Council, Association of Clean Water 
Administrators, and Environmental Council of the States. We appreciated the dialogue with Western 

Internet Address (URL) http //www epagov 
Recycled/Recyclable Printed with Vegetable Oil Based Inks on 100% Postconsumer Process Chlorine Free Recycled Paper



states during the public comment period, which enabled us to share information about the proposed rule 
and to ensure that the critical interests of states are reflected in our rulemaking process. 

Since releasing the proposal in March, the EPA and the Corps conducted unprecedented outreach to a 
wide range of stakeholders, holding nearly 400 meetings all across the country to offer information, 
listen to concerns, and answer questions. The agencies completed a review by the Science Advisory 
Board on the scientific basis of the proposed rule and will ensure the final rule effectively reflects its 
technical recommendations. These actions represent the agencies' commitment to provide a transparent 
and effective opportunity for all interested Americans to participate in the rulemaking process. 

Finally, your letter also raises questions regarding the agencies' interpretive rule regarding the 
applicability of Clean Water Act Section 404(f)(1)(A). On December 16, 2014, President Obama signed 
H.R. 83, the Consolidated and Further Continuing Appropriations Act, 2015, which instructs the EPA 
and the Department of the Army to withdraw the agencies' interpretive rule. The EPA and the Army will 
follow the statutory directive and withdraw the interpretive rule, a rule intended to encourage 
conservation and provide farmers with a simpler way to take advantage of existing exemptions from 
Clean Water Act dredge and fill permits. Withdrawal of the interpretive rule does not impact the 
agencies' work to finalize their rulemaking to define the scope of the Clean Water Act. 

America thrives on clean water. Clean water is vital for the success of the nation's businesses, 
agriculture, energy development, and the health of our communities. We are eager to define the scope of 
the Clean Water Act so that it achieves the goals of protecting clean water and public health, and 
promoting jobs and the economy. 

Thank you again for your letter. We look forward to working with Congress as our Clean Water Act 
rulemaking effort moves forward. Please contact me if you have additional questions on this issue, or 
your staff may contact Denis Borum in the EPA's Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental 
Relations at borum.denisepa.gov or (202) 564-4836. 

/</__ 
Kenneth J. Kopocis 
Deputy Assistant Administrator
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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
WASHINGTON D.C. 20460 

The Honorable Jason Chaffetz 
House of Representatives 
Washington, D.C. 20515 

Dear Congressman Chaffetz: 

Thank you for your May 8, 2014, letter to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency regarding the U.S. 
Department of the Army's and the EPA's proposed rulemaking to define the scope of the Clean Water 
Act consistent with science and the decisions of the Supreme Court. The agencies' rulemaking process is 
among the most important actions we have underway to ensure reliable sources of clean water on which 
Americans depend for public health, a growing economy, jobs, and a healthy environment. 

It is important to emphasize that the proposed rule would reduce the scope of waters protected under the 
Clean Water Act compared to waters covered during the 1970s, 80s, and 90s to conform to decisions of 
the Supreme Court. The rule would limit Clean Water Act jurisdiction only to those types of waters that 
have a significant effect on downstream traditional navigable waters - not just any hydrologic 
connection. It would improve efficiency, clarity, and predictability for all landowners, including the 
nation's farmers, as well as permit applicants, while maintaining all current exemptions and protecting 
public health, water quality, and the environment. It uses the law and sound, peer-reviewed science as its 
cornerstones. 

The agencies understand the importance of working effectively with the public as the rulemaking 
process moves forward. In order to afford the public greater opportunity to benefit from the EPA 
Science Advisory Board's reports on the proposed jurisdictional rule and on the EPA's draft scientific 
report, "Connectivity of Streams and Wetlands to Downstream Waters: A Review and Synthesis of the 
Scientific Evidence," and to respond to requests from the public for additional time to provide comments 
on the proposed rule, the agencies extended the public comment period on the proposed rule to 
November 14, 2014. 

During the public comment period, the agencies met with stakeholders across the country to facilitate 
their input on the proposed rule. The agencies talked with a broad range of interested groups including 
farmers, businesses, states and local governments, water users, energy companies, coal and mineral 
mining groups, and conservation interests. The EPA conducted a second small business roundtable to 
facilitate input from the small business community, which featured more than 20 participants that 
included small government jurisdictions as well as construction and development, agricultural, and 
mining interests. The agencies also engaged in extensive outreach to our state partners - including 
Western states - since the proposed rule was published. We agree that states play a crucial role in 
implementing the Clean Water Act, and that is why we were in close communication with stakeholders 
such as the Western Governors' Association. Western States Water Council, Association of Clean Water 
Administrators, and Environmental Council of the States. We appreciated the dialogue with Western 
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states during the public comment period, which enabled us to share information about the proposed rule 
and to ensure that the critical interests of states are reflected in our rulemaking process. 

Since releasing the proposal in March, the EPA and the Corps conducted unprecedented outreach to a 
wide range of stakeholders, holding nearly 400 meetings all across the country to offer information, 
listen to concerns, and answer questions. The agencies completed a review by the Science Advisory 
Board on the scientific basis of the proposed rule and will ensure the final rule effectively reflects its 
tecfmical recommendations. These actions represent the agencies' commitment to provide a transparent 
and effective opportunity for all interested Americans to participate in the rulemaking process. 

Finally, your letter also raises questions regarding the agencies interpretive rule regarding the 
applicability of Clean Water Act Section 404(f)(l)(A). On December 16, 2014, President Obama signed 
H.R. 83, the Consolidated and Further Continuing Appropriations Act, 2015, which instructs the EPA 
and the Department of the Army to withdraw the agencies' interpretive rule. The EPA and the Army will 
follow the statutory directive and withdraw the interpretive rule, a rule intended to encourage 
conservation and provide farmers with a simpler way to take advantage of existing exemptions from 
Clean Water Act dredge and fill permits. Withdrawal of the interpretive rule does not impact the 
agencies ! work to finalize their rulemaking to define the scope of the Clean Water Act. 

America thrives on clean water. Clean water is vital for the success of the nation's businesses, 
agriculture, energy development, and the health of our communities. We are eager to define the scope of 
the Clean Water Act so that it achieves the goals of protecting clean water and public health, and 
promoting jobs and the economy. 

Thank you again for your letter. We look forward to working with Congress as our Clean Water Act 
rulemaking effort moves forward. Please contact me if you have additional questions on this issue, or 
your staff may contact Denis Borum in the EPA's Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental 
Relations at borum.denisepa.gov or (202) 564-4836. 

Kenneth J. Kopocis 
Deputy Assistant Administrator
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